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PART III. 


DR. MITCHELL’S BOTANICAL PAMPHLETS OF 
1738 AND 1741 





In the summer of 1738 when Dr. Mitchell wrote from 
Urbanna to Professor Alston, he sent Sir Hans Sloane,’ Presi- 
dent of the Royal Society, “a Short Dissertation in Latin of 
the principles of Botany and Zoology, and a new principle to 
be determined,’® agreeing with the nature of things.” At the 
same time he wrote a letter in Latin—a translation of which 
is given below. 

N. B. The Latin title is: “Dissertatio Brevis de Principiis 
Botanicum et Zoologorum, etc.”, published in the Nuremberg 
Transactions (Vol. 8. Ephemerides Academiae Naturae Curi- 
osum), 1748. Republished independently at Nuremberg, 1769. 
Two copies of the letter and Dissertation (1769) are in the 





1 The Dissertation and Dedicatory Letter were sent to Sloane through 
Peter Collinson. (See footnote No. 13.) 


2See pp. 107-8. 
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British Museum. With the Dissertation was published an 
Appendix: “Nova Genera Plantarum Virginiensum” sent by 
Mitchell to Collinson in 1741. As no translation of the pamph- 
lets exist I have had a translation of parts of them specially 
made for this article. It should be specially noticed that the 
letter to Sir Hans Sloane in 1738 and the letter to Peter Col- 
linson in 1741 were not published in 1748, but only in 1768 
after Mitchell and Collinson were dead. 


Dr. MitcHett’s Depicatory LETTER TO Sir Hans SLOANE 
Virginia, [Summer of 1738.] 


To the most learned and celebrated Hans Sloane, M. D., Kt., 
Bart., President of the Royal College of Physicians in Lon- 
don, and Physician-in-Chief to the King of Great Britain :— 


“Most honoured Sir, 


“Once I had decided, on the advice and exhortation of my 
friends, to publish this slight work of mine [the Short Dis- 
sertation], I was not long in doubt under whose patronage I 
should do so. For even if by an unfortunte fate I am utterly 
unknown to you, not even known by name, I never doubted 
that if any thing might be accomplished by me which was 
likely and fitting to widen or elucidate human learning or the 
polite arts, which you yourself have so constantly cultivated 
and advanced up to an advanced age [78 years] I never 
doubted that I should enjoy your favour and countenance, in 
accordance with your great kindness and good-will, towards 
the lovers of knowledge, which are so great that the fame of 
it could not but long ago reach our far-sundered land [North 
America] and foreign seas. But indeed, it was not without 
good grounds that I wished to offer you, and you alone, these 
efforts of mine, such as they are, because you are almost the 
only one that has investigated and skilfully dealt with their 
subject: the medicinal plants of America [the subject of the 
Short Dissertation]. You, yourself, at your own risk [in 





3 Collinson was one of the friends. 
4See Part II. 
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Jamaica in 1687-1688], have come to know well what our land 
[North America] yields or what it does not, and you know 
how much weariness and toil lies in the treatment [description] 
of them; wherefore, whatever there is in this little work 
[Short Dissertation], of that I believed you would be a most- 
fair judge, and, as such, not to be passed by unheeded, for, at 
one time, you strove to vindicate the health-bringing Peruvian 
bark [Cinchona or quinine] from the libels of the evil-minded, 
and also did recommend the health-bringing Ipecacuana® (then 
too little known) as worthy of further attention by the learned. 
If you adopt such an attitude towards what is here said [in 
the Short Dissertation] it will be most pleasing to me, and 
perhaps to others.” 

“But you, too, were the first to rescue from the darkness® 
many of the plants whose uses and properties I now set forth 
[in the Short Dissertation]. When those plants had been 
gathered from far-distant lurking places and retreats [by Sloane 
in Jamaica and by Banister in Virginia] and shown to the 
learned world, you afterwards set them out for all eyes to see 
[exhibited them to the public]. In addition it was mainly 
through your liberality? and counsel that those most active 
botanists Vernon [William] and Krieg [David, M. D., F. 
R. S.] were sent [to Maryland] to carry out that work [to 
gather plants from far-distant® lurking places and retreats in 
Maryland] ; and you also made public their discoveries which 
lawfully had to be handed to you, by presenting them to the 
celebrated botanist Ray [John Ray] for publication [in his 
History of Plants, Vol. III. 1704]. So that to you alone, as 
the survivor of those great promoters of botany, belong, by 
all rights, the few flowers and fruits which have been gathered 
from these plants. (Sherard and Petiver® have gone to 





5 Ipecacuanha—modern spelling. 

6 See Part II. 

7 See Part II. 

8 See Part II. 

9 Wm. Sherard died in 1728, James Petiver in 1718. 
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heaven). For, without this zeal and expense of yours in fur- 
thering the sciences, perhaps we should be in ignorance of the 
fact that such plants were to be found in any country and 
especially ours [North America]. In short, your name has 
been well-known from the time when the eminent Ray set 
about the writing of his “History of Plants”,)° and perhaps 
from before that time, down to to-day [1738] almost sixty 
years. And your so great gifts have been given up to a great 
number of botanical-medical labours, through which the 
botanical-medical art, by means of your (among others) skill 
and diligence, your kindness and encouragement, and your 
great frankness and openness towards those that follow it not 
only in the learned world, but also in the British Colonies as 
far as distant India—this art has been carried to vast heights 
through fresh advances. And in grateful remembrance, and 
looking thither, a Learner of those arts (however unworthy 
he be) wishes to offer you the little work [the Short Disser- 
tation]. For I believed that it would be neither unpleasing nor 
distasteful to you to see all the uses of those plants set forth, 
and to be in possession of a few of the flowers of that very 
rich flora [of Virginia], the which, owing to their many 
thorns and prickles, gathered, arranged and cleaned with much 
trouble, I have tried to forward to you. But I will not say 
they are ripe, nor perhaps will you expect it at this time of the 
year, but with proper care, especially on your part and that 
of your Society [the Royal Society], I am not without confi- 
dence that they can be brought to full maturity. I have but 
laid the foundations and gathered the material, but to you and 
your fellows [of the Royal Society] I leave the building of 
the house, [bringing the plants to maturity?] for which rea- 
son also I wished the business to be proposed to you. And, in 
truth, although that this small and slight work [Short Disser- 
tation] will be altogether unworthy your notice, I have been 
led to hope, for the reason that you will know how rightly to 





10 Vol. I. of Ray’s “History of Plants” published in 1686, Vol. II., 
1688, Vol. III., 1704. Ray probably started the writing about 1684. 

11 This letter was therefore written in the summer of 1738. Mitchell’s 
letter to Alston was written on Oct. 4th, 1738. 
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distinguish the number of things from the tangle of words, 
and their weight and importance from empty boasting and 
ostentatious show. Therefore, this attempt, such as it is, I wish 
to offer you, who deserves so well of botanists, inasmuch as 
I myself deem it to be among the best writings? which I have 
yet been enabled to carry out on plants. That you may accept 
a token, however small, of my esteem for your extraordinary 
virtues from the hands of our common friend'* Collinson 
[Peter]. I beseech you with fitting humbleness. 

“Your most obliged humble servant, 

“John Mitchell.” 


N. B. As no translation of this Dissertation is published, I 
merely note that Dr. Mitchell informs Sir Hans Sloane that its 
subject was: “The Medicinal Plants of America,’ and cite 
statements revealing its character, in its title and in remarks 
made by Mitchell himself, his contemporaries and later written 
on page 16-18 of this article. To do Dr. Mitchell justice the 
Dissertation should be translated. 

On March 11th, 1741, Dr. Mitchell sent Peter Collinson an 
account in Latin of “Some genera’‘ of plants lately determined 
and observed in Virginia, and the conditions governing them” 
prefaced by a Latin Introduction address “to the Botanical 
Reader,” and a Latin Dedicatory letter to Collinson, given 
below. He also sent Collinson 560 specimens of rare Virginia 
plants. 

To my friend Mr. Peter Collinson, F. R. S., distinguished fol- 
lower and encourager of the science of plants. 
Greetings. . 

“The honour you did me through a literary intercourse*® 

not long since begun indeed, but willingly continued—this 





12 Dr. Mitchell had therefore, before 1738, written something about 
plants, although, apparently, not published. 

13 Dr. Mitchell therefore sent this Dissertation and Dedicatory Letter 
to Sloane, through Collinson, who had prompted him to do so. See 
footnote No. 20. 

14 “Nova Genera Plantarum Virginiensum”, Nuremberg, 1748 and 1769. 

15 As this letter was dated March 11, 1741, several letters must have 
passed between Collinson and Mitchell, begun by the former, some time 
in 1737, if not before. 
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honour I accepted with becoming gratitude, and I am the more 
willing and ready to give you thanks, in that I clearly felt from 
the beginning that it would be of use to me and of profit to 
my studies. For, from the fact that you have deigned to hold 
me in that regard in which you hold all lovers of natural 
science, and to load me with kindness, you have, as it were, 
set a spur to my investigations, that I may deserve well of 
you, and that the intercourse, starting for the purpose of 
furthering learning and natural history may not be imperilled 
through my negligence. For from it I have come to hope 
somewhat that, by your help, our Virginian medical knowledge 
and natural history will be both widened and explored as a 
token of which I bring you these first-fruits of my botanical 
labours, and send you 560 specimens of somewhat rare plants 
as a gift, to be passed on to your learned botanists for the 
furthering in any way of the divine science, and so that I may 
add my crumb to your splendid'* Herbarium gathered together 
with so much care, and add one or another to the plants 
searched out by you from the most scattered and hidden lurk- 
ing places. And if I have been able to add anything also, 
through them, to your country delights, I shall have won my 
wish; for from them you, yourself, can feel and others see, 
what a delight it is faithfully to have learned the liberal arts." 

“In examining plants, as it is the first and main thing to 
bring them under certain genera, so it was my first care to es- 
tablish these [genera] and make sure of them; but those un- 
certain!®, new, and, as yet, undescribed ones, which I found I 
[now] lay before you more or less sketched or outlined, and 
to be brought to the notice of the learned by your help; so that 
if you see they bring any profit to botany and if botanists win 
any benefit from them, they may take it as coming from you 
alone ;!® for were it not for you they would perhaps never have 





16 At Peckham, in South London. 

17 Has this reference to a degree as M. A. Edinburgh, 1729? 

18 Does this refer to the 560 specimens of somewhat rare plants 
Mitchell is sending to Collinson? 

19 Proving that Collinson in 1737, as before stated, asked Mitchell 
to send him a collection of Virginian rare plants. 
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seen the light, and they must be brought into publicity only if 
they have your care, and on your advice. Whatever I have 
written®® on plants is at your request and exhortation and you 
are yearly a spur and incitement to one that is lazy in botanical 
matters ; but that these were not the first you brought into broad 
day is shown by the Collinsonia speciosa itself brought out 
from the depths of the Pennsylvania*™' forests, through your in- 
terest, not to mention other things. 

“Nor must I pass over the things which both of us have in 
our minds (owing especially to your support and encourage- 
ment) as to the elucidating other parts of the Natural History 
of Virginia, especially as to examining more closely the me- 
dicinal springs by chemical analysis,?* the experienced D[octor] 
taking charge of this, and by means I hope of a detailed ac- 
count of the different kinds. From these enquiries (if I shall 
have been of any value in my judgment), not only the learned 
world, but also the sick of Virginia will be in great debt to you. 
I pray the Lord that what we are striving for may redound 
to His praise and to the good of mankind. Meanwhile, I 
earnestly beseech you to keep our friendship, now started, un- 
broken, and always to hold me in regard, 


“Your most faithful friend and humble servant, 
“John Mitchell.” 


Below is the translation of Mitchell’s address: “To the Bot- 
anical Reader”, preceding his “Nova Genera Plantarum Vir- 
giniensum” (the classification and description of 30 genera 
of Virginia plants). 

Virginia, 11 March 1741. 
“To the Botanical Reader.” 


“In determining new genera, when nature seemed to allow 
of it, I noted the differences, closely taking into account the 





20 This proves that Collinson prompted Mitchell to write the Dis- 
sertation for Hans Sloane. 

21In 1736 John Bartram of Pennsylvania began sending plants and 
seeds to Collinson. 

22In his letter to Alston on Oct. 4th, 1738, Dr. Mitchell seemed to 
confess his ignorance how to conduct chemical analysis of medicines. 
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whole plant,?* as well as any more outstanding part; but the 
generic differences** I only sought from the fertilizing parts 
[stamens and pitils] which I made generic ones (even if to 
some they are less important) where this seemed to be pointed 
to by the rest of the plant. 


“On the other hand, however, where the structure pointed 
the other way, through an assemblage, as it were, of very 
many attributes, I made the differentiating character of fer- 
tilization specific rather than generic. Some later writers*® 
would seem to have partiy determined their genera in a dif- 
ferent way from us, acknowledging hardly any other differ- 
entia, but the very marked one of fertilization, whereas Ray, 
Tournefort,?* Vaillant, Boerhaave, Dillenius, great names in 
whose footsteps I strive to tread, men most skilled and keen- 
sighted in these matters, have marked out many genera most 
accurately by giving heed both to the whole plant and to the 
fertilizing element as well. To each school is its honour and 
the value of its method and its meed of praise, for the former 
[the followers of Linnaeus] show the kinship between differ- 
ing plants, the latter [the followers of Ray, Tournefort, Vail- 
lant, Boerhaave and Dillenius] show that their diversity is no 
less necessary to know. 


“But as I have worked at the genera of plants both for medi- 
cal use and also for botanical use only, so I wish to be wary in 
examining plants lest they be put under wrong genera, and 
lest, owing to the decisions of botanists, many wholesome plants 
be grouped?’ with poisonous harmful ones, and be held to 
belong to the same genera, and lest other things in the same 





23 Not merely the stamens and pistils on which Linnaeus concentrated. 

24 This proves that Mitchell accepted the sexual theory. 

25 This shows that Mitchell did not make the sexual theory the sole 
basis of classification as Linnaeus did. 

26 See Part II. where Dr. John Hope states that Alston, Mitchell’s 
teacher of botany, was a follower of Ray, Tournefort and Boerhaave. 
Boerhaave died in 1738, Dillenius died 2 April 1747. 

27 Some systematists aimed at placing plants in classes or orders ac- 
cording to their medicinal nature. Mitchell appears to adopt this plan. 
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way,”* which are not in agreement with the nature of things 
(so far as it is known), be accepted as true before they are 
proved further. For the more skilled botanists well know 
that their definitions of genera are by no means so certain and 
beyond doubt but they should allow of many exceptions, and 
be often doubtful and sometimes wrong, if heed is given to the 
real nature of things. While the systematists [Linnaeus’s fol- 
lowers] many of them, are sometimes driven to give a twist to 
that ‘nature’ which alone I have in view and examine, doing it 
for the sake of the ‘symmetry’ of the system. 


“And thus, even if one or another genus, here offered as new, 
may seem, on the principles of some persons and according to 
the decisions of other, to belong to others already determined 
and traditionally held, I have none the less separated them, so 
that the difference should the better be seen, until it should be 
more certainly found out what springs rather from the laws of 
nature than from the opinion of the botanists. Thus, for ex- 
ample, our Memaecylum has been referred to the Arbutus by 
that most skilled botanist Mr. Gronovius*® (Flora Virginica, 
p. 49) and, indeed, not without reason, on the basis of the 
principles of his system [the Linnean system]. But the Ar- 
butus is a tree,®® and this is a very humble herb spread on the 
ground and trodden under foot, a thing, however, which I 
know some do not set great store upon; the Arbutus, in fact, 
has a bell-shaped, rounded, urceolate [jug-like] flower, accord- 
ing to Boerhaave; the Memaecylum has it funnel-shaped, long, 
and with large rims evenly spread out; the former [the Ar- 
butus] has a fleshy baccate [made up of small seeds], fruit, 
the latter [the Memaecylum] rejoices in a dry, broken capsule, 
not to speak of the calyx and the wrappers—through all of 
which marks they are easy to distinguish from one another 
without doing violence to nature, even though I acknowledge 





28 Mitchell regarded the Linnean system as artificial as opposed to 
Ray’s naturalistic system. 

29 J. F. Gronovius of Leyden, who edited and published John Clayton’s 
“Flora Virginia”. 

30 Mitchell, like Ray, adopted the unscientific distinction between 
trees and herbs. 
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the real kinship of the genera. Moreover, the fact that in other 
systems, other genera are put in the same class (and even in 
the same genus) will scarely be against our view, so that 
perhaps it will not be out of place to show the supporters of 
that view their difference. Thus also the same most careful 
botanist [J. F. Gronovius] referred our Chamaedaphne to 
Lonicera and indeed it seems that it should be so referred, if 
only Symphoricarpos and Triosteosphermum belong. there, 
which were separated by the sharp-eyed Dillenius, and which 
I myself (especially the latter) held to be wholly different. 
Think of the same assertion of Corion being referred to Anen- 
aria, of Erebinthus to Clitoria and of Acnide between Cannabis 
and Urtica, almost making jest of the principles and judgments 
of some. If indeed there are any other genera lately deter- 
mined, and they have not yet been duly seen by me to be in 
them, or perhaps have not yet been brought into our part of 
the world, I beg you will ascribe to my abode being far off from 
books and learning rather than to my carelessness. Nor is it 
that any one dislikes new names or is averse to them, for it is 
better, in my opinion, to put new names on new genera, than 
old ones, or unusual Greek names (as Cl Ratus wished, Meth. 
emend, p. 117), so long as it is always intended to avoid con- 
fusion.” 


Urbanna, Virginia, March 11th, 1741. 
Mitchell’s 30 New Genera. 


(Without description or classification). 


(1) Aronia (11) Leptostachia 

(2) Dracontium (12) Liquidambar 
(3) Cynorrhynchium (13) Memaecylum 
(4) Corion (14) Penstemon 

(5) Diconangia (15) Melilobus 

(6) Diospyros (16) Malachodendron 
(7) Elymus (17) Melothria 

(8) Erebinthus (18) Myrrha 

(9) Hedyosmos (19) Orchidion 


(10) Garosmos (20) Spondylococcos 
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(21) Symphoranthus (26) Panacea 

(22) Trilopus (27) Chamaedaphne [Mitchella] 
(23) Trixis (28) Acnide 

(24) Viticella (29) Angiopteris 

(25) Aphyllon (30) Helix 


N. B. Linnaeus changed the name of the genus Chamae- 
daphne to Mitchella a species of which he named Mitchella 
Repens [Early Mitchella]. 

For the description and classification of Mitchell’s 30 Gen- 
era see his “Nova Genera Plantarum Virginiensum” being an 
Appendix to his “Dissertatio Brevis.” Nuremberg, 1748 and 
1769. 

List of various remarks about Mitchell’s two botanical 
pamphlets, The Short Dissertation, and the New genera of 
Virginian plants. 

Mitchell, writing to Linnaeus from London, Sept. 20, 1748, 
said: “They consist of a dissertation on a nex botanical prin- 
ciple, derived from the sexual theory [of Grew], which, I 
think, accords with your ideas, and, if I mistake not, our sys- 
tems support each other ; also characters of several new genera 
of plants sent seven years ago [1741] from Virginia. I long to 
know your opinion upon them, which I hold in high estimation”. 

Peter Collinson, writing from London to Linnaeus,** 18 
January 1743, said that Dr. Mitchell of Virginia “has made 
many and great discoveries in the vegetable world”. 

Linnaeus writing to Haller from Upsal, Sept. 13, 1748,%? 
said that out of Mitchell’s 30 new genera, he recognises 10 
already known and probably 5 others. He singled out 4 true 
and genuine genera and 4 imperfect ones. Neither Collinson 
nor linnaeus made any comment on Mitchell’s Dissertation. 

Haller in his “Bibliotheca Botanica” remarks that in the 
“Dissertation”, Mitchell says something about the principles 
of botany: those plants are akin which fertilize one another. 





31 Sir J. E. Smith’s “Selection of the Correspondence of Linnaeus”, 
Vol. L, p. 9 
32 The same, Vol. IL., p. 429. 
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Commenting on the 30 new genera of Virginian plants, 
Haller says that there is a list of “new kinds of plants gathered 
in Virginia, among which are Liquidambar, Myrrh (umbelli- 
ferous)** plant, Panacea, which is Ginseng, umbelliferous and 
bacciferous (berry-bearing), the sexes lacking in the whole 
plant. 

On page 17 of his Dissertation Dr. Mitchell quotes Ray in 
support of his new principle derived from the sexual theory, in 
which Ray says: “I reckon all dogs to be of one species, they 
mingling together in generation, and the breed of such mix- 
tures being prolific”. 


Samuel Miller** in his “Brief Retrospect of the 18th Cen- 
tury” said that as a botanist Dr. Mitchell paid particular at- 
tention to “the Hybrid productions”. 


In 1790 Richard Pulteney wrote in his Progress of Botany, 
Vol. 2, pp. 278-9 that of the 30 “new” genera of Virginian 
plants, 6 were entirely new, others were corrected and amend- 
ed. “In the introduction [Dissertation] Dr. Mitchell discourses 
on “the principles of botany, and appears to have paid attention 
to the Hybrid productions”. 


Sufficient evidence has, therefore, been cited to show that 
the Dissertation, while dealing with Virginian medicinal plants 
contains a thesis that plants which fertilize each other are mu- 
tually related, and that the same principle holds true with ani- 
mals. Hybrids or cross-breeds in animals or plants are there- 
fore said to be akin. 


Dr. Mitchell’s two Botanical pamphlets were published in 
Latin in the Nuremberg Transactions in 1748 without the 
Dedicatory Letters to Sloane and Collinson. In 1769 they 
were republished in one volume at Nuremberg, including the 
two Dedicatory Letters. The reasons for the omission of the 
Dedicatory Letters from the Nuremberg Transactions of 1748 





33 Umbelliferous flower is a flower in which a number of stalks, each 
bearing a flower, radiate from one centre. 
34 Vol. III., pp. 232-3, Footnote. 
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and of their inclusion in the volume published in 1769 will be 
given in a subsequent article. 


N. B. Most of the translation of the Latin writings have 
been made by Dr. G. C. Wheeler, D. Sc., B. A. London, 107, 
Inverness Terrace, W. 2., professional translator, a part also 
by Professor H. N. Fowler, Consultant in Classical Literature, 
Library of Congress, Washington, D. C., with thanks. 


Dr. LYMAN CARRIER’S REFERENCE TO MITCHELL’s 30 GENERA 


In an article on “Dr. John Mitchell” in the Annual Report 
of the American Historical Association, 1918, Vol. 1, p. 202, 
Dr. Lyman Carrier, says: 

“Of the 30 genera which Mitchell described in 1741, 24 were 
proposed as new, 9 of these were certainly original and have 
been confirmed as true genera by subsequent botanists. Only 
two of Mitchell’s names have been retained, Acnida and Pent- 
stemon. Linnaeus changed his Steptostachia to Phryma, Me- 
maecylum to Epigea, Viticella to Galax, Chamaedaphne to 
Mitchella and Angiopteris to Onoclea. His Corion is now 
known as Spergularia and his Aphyllon as Thalesia. Malacho- 
dendron was original when written and a true genus, but the 
name Stewartia was used for that genus prior to the publication 
of Mitchell’s work. It is quite likely that the others, all of 
which except two are considered as true genera today, were 
original as far as Mitchell was concerned, although described 
previously as it appears, by other botanists.” 

With reference to Dr. Carrier’s note on Mitchell’s genera I 
wrote to the Director*® of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, 
Surrey, England, asking him kindly to elucidate several doubts 
which had occurred to me in my endeavours to obtain confir- 
mation or otherwise if Dr. Carrier’s statements. With great 
pleasure I received the two following replies, enclosing reports 
by Dr. T. W. Sprague which will prove of great interest to 
botanists. To the general reader it is very satisfactory to 





85 Sir Arthur W. Hill, K. C. M. G., M. A, F. R. S. 
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obtain the valuable opinion of Sir Arthur Hill that “Mitchell 
was a very able and shrewd systematic botanist’. 


Royal Botanic Gardens, 


H. 429/31. Kew, Surrey. 
20th March, 1930. 


Dear Sir, 

I beg to enclose a memorandum on the generic names Angi- 
opteris Mitchell and Viticella Mitchell, dealing with the ques- 
tions raised in your letter of the 9th instant. 

A reply will be sent as soon as possible to the further ques- 
tions raised in your letter of the 13th instant, which cannot be 
answered without a detailed investigation. 

I have arranged with Mr. Atkinson to have a photograph 
made of Mitchella repens, as requested. 


Yours faithfully, 


Arthur W. Hill, Director. 
Herbert Thatcher, Esq. 
94, Brecknock Road, 
London, N. 7. 


(To be continued) 
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WILLIAM BYRD and the ROYAL SOCIETY 


By Maude H. Woodfin, 
Westhampton College, University of Richmond 





(Concluded) 


The unbounded largess of nature in his part of the New 
World continually stirred Byrd’s zeal and piqued his curiosity, 
at the same time that its riches provoked his speculations on 
potential profit from their exploitation. When still less than 
twenty-five and when he had been absent from Virginia for 
fully two thirds of even so brief a span of years, he thought 
he saw in his associates of the Royal Society the Moses to lead 
mankind into the joys of a new though unpromised land. He 
urged upon the Society “that they would think of a Fitt per- 
son to be sent over to Virginia in order to make observations 
and Descriptions of all ye natural products of those parts 
and to write the History thereof, and that for the Encourage- 
ment of such a fitt person the charge of his passage and 25 £ 
# ann would be allowd him by the Governor of Maryland.’’** 

Young Byrd, ever winning in manners and in mind, was 
given repeated evidence of the confidence and esteem of his 
fellow members of the Royal Society during these years in 
London. His special patron, Sir Robert Southwell, was spend- 





48 Journal Royal Society, Nov. 10, 1697. The Governor referred to 
was Francis Nicholson who as Governor of Virginia had been interested 
in the establishment of William and Mary College. When he left Vir- 
ginia to become Governor of Maryland he maintained this interest and 
frequently went to Jamestown to attend the sessions of the Board of 
Governors of the College. In the altercation between Commissary 
Blair and Governor Andros, who succeeded Nicholson in Virginia, 
young Byrd, speaking for his father defended Andros against Blair’s 
accusation at the poo Cosh at Lambeth Palace, Dec. 27, 1697. (Perry, 
Historical Collections, i, 36-67). To defend Andros was to censure 
Nicholson for the two were rivals and at odds. When Nicholson suc- 
ceeded Andros as Governor of Virginia in 1698, young Byrd wrote 
him several letters, protesting his unwavering appreciation and esteem 
for him. These letters in copies are in the archives of the Bishop of 
London at Fulham Palace. 
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ing the winter of 1697/98 in London,*® and evidently pushing 
forward his clever protege from Virginia. In 1697 on St. 
Andrew’s day when the annual elecions were held Byrd was 
chosen a member of the Council of the Royal Society, an 
inner group who charted the ways and bore the burdens of the 
larger body.®® On that same day others newly elected to the 
Council were Dr. Hook, Isaac Newton, young Edward South- 
well, the son of Sir Robert and a friend of Byrd, Sr. Chris- 
topher Wyche, Bentley Bernard, Dr. Gale, Dr. Lister.54 Again 
on St. Andrew’s day the following year when Sir Robert 
Southwell, the vice-president was in the chair, Byrd was re- 
elected a member of the Council by seventeen votes.®? 

Byrd was re-elected to the Council in 1700 by a vote of 
twenty,®* and in 1702 again by a vote of twenty.** He at- 
tended the council meetings with fair regularity.°> He was 





49 Letter to Sir Robert Southwell, Dublin, Dec. 4, 1697, Add. Mss., 
9712, f. 22, Br. Mus. 

50 Journal Royal Society, Nov. 30, 1697; A List of the Royal Society, 
London, mdcxcvii, Southwell Papers, Royal Society Archives. 

51 Journal Royal Society, Nov. 30, 1697. In a rough draft of the 
minutes the vote is thus recorded, “Mr Montagu 24. Sr Robert South- 
well 33. Sr Godfrey Copley 28. Mr. Evelyn 25. Henshaw 21. Hill 
33. Hopkyns 33. Pittfield 19. Sloane 31. Waller 27. Harwood 16. 
were continued of the Councill. Mr Bridges* 17. Mr Byrd* 19. Dr. 
Hook* 25. Mr. Nouboun* 16. Mr. Southwell* 23. Sr. Cyril Wyche* 
26. Mr. Boutloy* 13. Mr. Bernard* 14. Dr. Gale* 15. Dr. Lister* 
13.” Several others got fewer votes but were not elected, the starred 
names indicating those chosen. Sloane Mss., 4026, f. 351, Br. Mus. 
These lists do not exactly tally with a list given in a letter of Sir 
Godfrey Copley to Thomas Kirke, Esqr., Dec. 14, 1697 (Stowe Mss., 
747, f. 82, Br. Mus.). 

52 The votes on this occasion were: “Mr Montague 16— Sr Robt. 
Southwell 33— Mr Bird 17— Sr Godfrey Copley 22— Mr Evelyn 23— 
Dr. Hook 22— Mr. Hill 28— Sr John Hoskins 29— Mr Southwell 
20— Dr Sloane 29— Mr Waller 21— Lord Chancellor 283— Dr Aglionby 
22— Wm Bridgman Esqr 23— Thomas Foley Esq. 17— Dr. Hutton 
17— Robt Molesworth Esq. 18 Mr Bembde Sr Christop Wren Dr 
Tyson & Dr Woodward 16.”— Journal Royal Society, Nov. 30, 1698. 

53 Journal Royal Society, Nov. 30, 1700. 

54 Journal Royal Society, Nov. 30, 1702. 

55 The Council Minutes (Royal Society Archives) show that Byrd 
was present on Nov. 6, 1698; Dec. 28, 1698; Jan. 4, 1698/9; Jan. 11, 
1698; Jan. 18, 1698/9; Feb. 8, 1698/9; March 8, 1698/9; a meeting of 
the Council, undated, at Porvis House when Sir Christopher Wren was 
sworn of the Council; May 24, 1699; Nov. 15, 1699; May 5, 1703; 
Nov. 24, 1703. The Council minutes are not complete. 
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present at a meeting of the Council when Samuel Pepys and 
Dr. Martin Lister were balloted on as members of the group.*® 

With Mr. Bernard and Dr. Lister, Byrd was chosen to audit 
the accounts of the Society for the year 1697/8. He was in- 
cluded in the list to whom it was voted at a meeting of the 
Council on March 8, 1698/9, to write “that as opportunity 
offers they would take care to lay before the Society any thing 
occurred to them tending to the advancement of natural knowl- 
edge”.®7 He was made a member of the committee to “con- 
sider of the New Statute of the Academy de Sciences at Paris 
and make an Extract of what they think necessary to be Estab- 
lished for the Society’”.5® 

Byrd’s active interest in the Royal Society seems to have 
waned somewhat when he was made agent for Virginia in 
England in 1701.5° His name ceases to appear in the records 
of the Society with the same frequency and there are evidences 
that official interests were absorbing his time. The death of 
his friend Sir Robert Southwell in 1702 may account in a 
measure for his lessening participation in the Society’s dis- 
cussions. In later years Byrd treasured the memory of these 
days in London when he had consorted with men like Sir 
Robert Southwell, Sir Hans Sloane, Isaac Newton, Samuel 
Pepys, Christopher Wren, John Evelyn, and other lesser men, 
but all eagerly curious. While these years of Byrd’s activity 
were not those most fruitful in the history of the Royal So- 
ciety yet they were rich in the contacts they offered the young 
colonial. When the years were lengthening and as an old man 
Byrd was recalling the days of their youth in London to Ben- 
jamin Lynde, of Massachusetts who had been a fellow student 
with him at the Middle Temple and had also tarried on in 
London for a time, he wrote this friend of his youth, “You 





56 Council Minutes, Royal Society, Nov. 6, 1698. 
57 Council Minutes, Royal Society, March 8, 1698/9. 
58 Council Minutes, Royal Society, March 22, 1698/9. 


59 Byrd was elected agent by the Virginia House of Burgesses, Aug. 
26, 1701. Journals of the House of Burgesses of Virginia, 1695-1696, 
1696-1697, 1698, 1699, 1700-1702. Edited by H. R. McIlwaine, Richmond, 


memxiii, 267-268. 
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and I both remember what an advantage it was to two bashfull 
people to be taken notice of by the worthys of a strange 
country”.®° 

Byrd left England for Virginia in 1705 on the news of the 
death of his father. When he had settled down on his Virginia 
estate Westover on the James and straightened out his father’s 
affairs and got his own in hand, he turned again to the inter- 
ests he had shown in his activities with the Royal Society. In 
a correspondence with Sir Hans Sloane he proffered queries 
about the Society and sought to make his contribution to the 
understanding of Virginia’s lore and to the sum of knowledge. 
This correspondence, rich in revelations in varied ways, is in 
its span of nearly four decades well nigh inclusive of the 
efforts of Byrd to contribute to knowledge through his asso- 
ciation with the Royal Society through that long period.** 

In 1706 Byrd wrote to Dr. Sloane: “The news of my 
Father’s Death hurry’d me so suddenly from England that I 
had not time to receive the commands of the Society, or of 
yourself, so laborious a member of it. However I think my- 
self oblig’d to offer my Services by this first opportunity, and 
shoud be very ambitious to do anything for you, that might 
make me worthy of the honour I have of being of that illus- 
trious Body, that are ever at work for the good of ungrateful 
mankind”.®? 

He sent to Sloane a box of the “Root, with which the In- 
dians us’d to cure the bite of a Rattle-Snake”. He told of the 
efficacy of the cure both for man and beast as attested by the 
Indians and by his servants who had tried it. “What is won- 
: —_—" to Benj. Lynde, Feb. 20, 1735/6, Va. Mag. Hist & Biog., 
1X, e 

61 These letters of Byrd and Sloane are published in the William and 
Mary Quarterly, i, Sec. Ser., 186-200, from the transcripts in the Library 
of Congress. The extracts in this paper are taken from the original 
manuscripts in the British Museum. In addition to the letters of Byrd 
to Sloane printed in the Wiliam and Mary Quarterly there is a letter 
to Sloane signed “W Byrd”, undated. It tells of a gift of some sas- 
safras berries and other kinds of seeds that the writer is sending Dr. 


Sloane, and regrets the writer’s inability to attend the “Good company” 
at Pontac’s. Sloane Mss., xxiii, 4058, f. 99, Br. Mus. 


62 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, April 20, 1706. Original Papers 
of Sir Hans Sloane, 4041, f. 151, Br. Mus. 
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derfull in this medicine is”, he wrote, “that it has no sensible 
operation upon any creature that has not been poisond. Cer- 
tainly a Plant that has virtue enough to cure so venemous a 
bite, as that of the Rattle-Snake, must be of infinite use on 
other disasters. I beg the Society woud please to make some 
experimts with it, because I’m confident it will do great service 
in many cases”, 

He enclosed several other herb specimens in the same lot. 
It would be difficult to say how far Byrd’s interest was possible 
profit or scientific zeal but with either motive he might attain 
his declared aim when he wrote Dr. Sloane, “Be pleased to 
let me know what uses may be made of all these things, that 
so I may be able to do good with them here, as I hope you 
will there”. He assured his older and wiser friend, “. . . no 
body has better inclinations to promote natural knowledge 
than myself, and if you will direct me after what manner I 
may be most serviceable to the Society & to the Common- 
wealth of learning, I will readily obey you”. 


In the intellectual solitude of his Virginia plantation, Byrd 
was eager for news from his associates of the Royal Society. 
He besought his friend to let him hear from him and to let 
him know how the Society was flourishing, at the same time 
pledging his utmost endeavours to promote its advantage.** 


Two years passed ‘without Byrd’s receiving any report on 
the specimens sent to Sloane for study by the Society. The 
Virginia Governor Colonel Hunter had had the misfortune 
under the chances of war to be taken into France in October, 
1707, and Byrd feared his reply from England had suffered 
a similar fate. Lacking contact with his English friends he 
had been discouraged in his researches.** He sent Dr. Sloane, 
however, some roots and seeds for the Society to experiment 
with, including the poke berry which he hoped to learn to use 
successfully in dyes. He enclosed “a paper of a dangerous 
Seed of a Plant which we call here Jamestown Weed”, and 





63 Tbid. 


64 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane. Letter undated but endorsed on back, 
Sept. 10, 1708. Sloane Mss., vi, 4041, f. 202, Br. Mus. 
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seeds of the Jerusalem oak that the colonists had found an 
effective vermifuge, seeds of stickwood roots, the leaves of 
which were used as a poultice to stop bleeding and a root 
for which he had no name but knew its virtues.®® 

The wealth of untapped resources at his door made Byrd 
cry out for knowledge. He wrote his fellow member of the 
Royal Society, “I wish I were acquainted with the ways of 
trying the virtues of Plants, of which we have here a sur- 
prising Variety, but our ignorance makes ’em of no use to us 
, . We have several mines and minerals in this Country, 
which for want of men of skil rest quietly in their beds. You 
woud do me a particular kindness if you woud please to send 
me the samples of several ores, that I might by compareing 
them with those which I find be able to make some judgment 
of them. I have strong inclinations to promote naturall His- 
tory, and to do Service to the Society: I wish I were qualified 
to do it with effect, but my best endeavours you may always 
depend upon.’’®¢ 

Replying to Byrd, the eminent physician told him in cour- 
teous fashion where he could find published accounts of most 
of the specimens he had sent, while deprecating the loss of an 
earlier reply due to the hazards of war.*’ He could not iden- 
tify the unknown and unnamed root though he had experi- 
mented with it. He asked his zealous though amateur Vir- 
ginia correspondent to be careful to send him their leaves and 
flowers dryed between papers when sending him other herbs 
to study. He made reports on the other specimens Byrd had 
sent. It was not practicable, he felt, to send specimens of 
minerals to Byrd but suggested that the latter send to England 
samples of what he wanted to be informed about. He gave 
his young friend, who had confessed trial of certain Virginia 
herbs for his own ills, cautious professional advice. “I am 
glad you are in health”, he wrote, “I wish you may continue 
and advise you to what I practice myself never to take Phy- 





65 Thid. 

66 Thid. 

67 Sloane to Byrd, London, Dec. 7, 1709, Sloane Mss., xxxiii, 4068, 
f. 54, Br. Mus. 
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sick when I am well & not to make use of any medicines but 
such as are very well tryed when I am ill observation and 
experience being the best way to find out the vertues of 
pleats. ™ 


But he did give Byrd encouragement to search for Ipe- 
coacanna which he said would fetch thirty shillings a pound 
in England and he predicted large quantities of it might be 
found in the Virginia region.*® Byrd took him at his word 
and with the commercial zeal so tightly bound with the in- 
tellectual curiosity common both to his father and himself 
sent thirty pounds of the root to England. His cargo was 
held for customs at the rate of the value of forty shillings 
a pound. He sent an additional lot and asked the royal phy- 
sician to use his influence to get it in custom free. While 
apologizing for using him as a merchant, Byrd suggested that 
he would pay him the usual merchant rate of 2% per cent on 
the net proceeds if he cared to undertake the commission. 
Byrd promised to send large quantities on those terms.*° 


In each letter to his famous correspondent Byrd made in- 
quiry for the Royal Society and assured them of his continued 
interest and desire to do service.! It is clear that that body 
in the period of his activity from 1696 to 1702 had made a 
lasting impression upon him. It would, of course, be impos- 
sible to measure its influence in bringing forth Byrd’s later 
writings with their keenness of observation and their wide 
range of inquiry. 

When Byrd returned to England in 1715 for a stay of five 
years and, after a brief visit home, returned for another six 
years to the mother country some of the men whom he had 
known best among the members of the Royal Society had died. 
He seems to have made little if any contribution to the re- 
searches of the Society during this residence of more than a 





68 Thid. 

69 Thid. 

70 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, June 10, 1710, Sloane Mss., 
vii, 4042, f. 143, Br. Mus. 

71 [bid. 
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decade in England. It is true he was busy prosecuting his 
differences with Governor Spotswood and courting many ladies 
and finally marrying a second wife. At the session of the 
Society on November 20, 1718, he did propose Sr Wilfrid 


Lawson as a proper person to be a member of the Society.” 


After Byrd’s final return to Virginia in 1726 his connections 
with the Royal Society were made only through correspondence 
with individual members like Sir Hans Sloane. There is no 
record in the journals of the Society to show that these per- 
sonal communications from Byrd were brought before that 
body, though Sloane served as its president from 1727 to 1741. 

When he had been back in Virginia for something over ten 
years Byrd resumed in 1737 his letters to Sir Hans Sloane. 
Mark Catesby, the celebrated botanist, traveling in Virginia 
had told Byrd that Sloane did not think the ginseng from Vir- 
ginia the same as the ginseng from Tartary.”* Ginseng had 
become Byrd’s hobby. The full faith he had in its miraculous 
powers he attested in this fashion: “I believe ever since the 
Tree of Life has been so strongly guarded the Earth has never 
produced any vegetable so friendly to men as Ginseng”’."* 

He entered into a vigorous defence of the Virginia plant 
as similar both in appearance and effects with that described 
by the Jesuit father from Tartary whose description published 
in the Philosophical Transactions was known both to Byrd 
and to Sloane.”® 





72 Journal Royal Society, Nov. 20, 1718. Lawson was elected a fellow 
of the Society. He was a member of Parliament and one of the grooms 
of the bedchamber to George I. His wife was Elizabeth Lucy, daughter 
of the Hon. Henry Mordaunt and niece of the Earl of Peterborough. 
Tradition has maintained that Byrd’s fair daughter, Evelyn, never mar- 
ried because of her unhappy devotion to the Earl of Peterborough. 
Byrd’s sponsorship of Lawson in the Royal Society at least proves a 
rather close contact between the two families, though Evelyn Byrd was 
but a child in 1718. 

78 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, May 31, 1737, Sloane Mss., 
xx, 4055, f. 112, Br. Mus. 

74 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, Aug. 20, 1738, Sloane Mss., 
xx, 4055, f. 367. 

75 Journal Royal Society, March 4, 1713/14; Philosophical Trans- 
actions, 1713, xxviii, 239. 
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Byrd sent to the English physician by Mr. Tennent who had 
made successful experiments with the same plant some sam- 
ples of one species of Rattle Snake root. He reported that it 
had been very successful in treating pleurisy, common in the 
Virginia climate among the negroes and poor people. It had 
also proved efficacious in treating the aristocratic Virginia ail- 
ment of gout and the more plebeian dropsy, and might cure, 
Byrd ventured, the bite of a mad dog and other poisons as well 
as that of the rattlesnake."* He wanted to find out whether it 
would be successful against “that British Plague the Small 
Pox”’.7? Mr. Tennent wanted Sloane’s researches with the root 
though he had already made known his own discoveries. If 
Sir Hans Sloane’s experiments justified Tennent’s faith in the 
root Byrd promised that the Virginia Assembly would reward 
Tennent richly. 

Again Byrd pled for the full realization by man through 
knowledge of the wonders of Virginia. He wrote to this ac- 
quaintance, friend and fellow researcher of forty years asso- 
ciation, “The truth of it is, our Woods abound with so many 
very usefull Plants, that woud you do as much good after you 
are dead, as you do while you are alive, you must improve the 
scheme of Dr. Radcliff, and bequeath in your will an Exhi- 
bition for one or more Plantary Physicians, whose Travels 
shoud be confind to this Part of the World only, where Nature 
seems to be more in her youth, and to come later and fresher 
out of her Creators hand”.’* Byrd again later laid upon his 
friend the rare returns in the service of mankind to be had 
from subsidizing research in the natural products of Virginia. 
“I am persuaded”, he wrote, “we have abundance of Excellent 
Simples in this Country, and perhaps a man could not do a 
greater good to mankind, than to bestow a handsome stipend 
yearly upon a well qualifyd naturallist, to come and make Dis- 





76 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, Aug. 20, 1738, Sloane Mss., 
xx, 4055, f. 367, Br. Mus. 

77 Tbid. 

78 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, May 31, 1737, Sloane Mss., 
xx, 4055, f. 112. 
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coverys in these Parts of the World. A word to the Wise is 
enough, and sometimes more to the Purpose than a volume.””® 

Byrd reported that he had been experimenting with various 
endeavours for the improvement of his country, hemp, which 
grew well but proved unprofitable and vineyards that had not 
been successful because of uncertain seasons and multiple in- 
sects. But not discouraged he wanted to try further with 
vineyards and experiment with silk and potash. “Thus”, he 
concluded, “I am too full of Projects to be very rich, but if 
I can benefit my country and make it usefull to Great Britain, 
it will be a greater satisfaction by much . . .”8° 

The reports sent back to Byrd on ginseng and the rattle- 
snake root did not realize his hopes. He persisted, however, 
in his faith in their qualities and in the lengthening shadows 
of his last years wrote Sloane, “I am sorry our Plant of Life, 
our Ginseng, shoud loose all its vertue by passing the sea, as 
well as our Rattlesnake Root. Perhaps some mighty Feets 
may be expected from these noble Plants, for which Provi- 
dence never intended them, such as King Charles the 2d fondly 
promis’d Himself from the Cordial Quality of the Ginseng. 
What I recommend it for, is, to chear the animal Spirits, and 
to feed the Flame of Life. . .”.*! 

And though he had been absent from England more than 
fifteen years he felt hurt when his name was omitted from 
the published list of members of the Royal Society.*2 He had 
kept up all his obligations as a member of the Society.8* Now 
nearly seventy he wrote back to the friend he had known since 





79 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, April 10, 1741, Sloane Mss., 
xxii, 4057, f. 20, Br. Mus. 

80 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, May 31, 1737, Sloane Mss., 
xx, 4055, f. 112, Br. Mus. 

81 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, April 10, 1741, Sloane Mss., 
xxii, 4057, f. 20, Br. Mus. 

82 Byrd’s name, usually entered “William Byrd, Esq.”, was omitted 
from the annual published list of members of the Royal Society in 1737, 
1738, 1739, 1740. It reappeared in 1741 and continued through 1744, 
the year of his death. Lists in Archives of Royal Society, London. 

83 Byrd’s name appeared in a list presented at the meeting of the 
Council of the Society on Jan. 14, 1740, “of such of the present mem- 
bers of the Society as have been either Benefactors to the Same, or 
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he was admitted to the Society when only twenty-two, “I take 
it a little unkindly Sir that my name is left out of the yearly 
list of the Royal Society, of which I have the honour to be 
one of its ancientest members. I suppose my long absence 
has made your ‘Secretarys rank me in the number of the Dead, 
but pray let them know I am alive, and by the help of Ginseng 
hope to survive some years longer’’.** 

But even ginseng could not give him many more years of 
life and at a meeting of the Royal Society in London on No- 
vember 30, 1744, when the treasurer communicated a list of the 
members who had deceased since the St. Andrew’s Day pre- 
vious, among them was that of William Byrd, Esquire.** In 
his membership of forty-eight years as a fellow of the Royal 
Society Byrd had found provocation to attempt to probe the 
secrets of nature in Virginia, gratifying and satisfying friendly 
contacts with other inquiring minds, and some stimulation for 
his writing without which the sum of colonial letters would 
be lamentably less.** 

Though apparently Byrd was the only Virginian except 
Arthur Lee to be made a member of the Royal Society during 
the colonial period,*’ that Society and its influence were con- 
sciously in the minds of the men who organized at Williams- 
burg in 1773 the Society for the Advancement of Useful 





have paid their admission in lieu of their Bond the whole sum of 
Twenty Pounds over and above their admission Fee or have had their 
Bonds delivered up on their having paid to the use of the Society the 
Several Sums directed etc. or in any way excused & not chargeable in 
any Demand for contributions due the Society’. Council Minutes, 
Royal Society, Jan. 14, 1740. 

84 Byrd to Sir Hans Sloane, Virginia, April 10, 1741. Sloane Mss., 
xxii, 4057, f. 20, Br. Mus. This paragraph is almost identical with 
one in a letter of Byrd to Sir Charles Wager, April 12, 1741, Va. Mag. 
Hist. & Biog., xxxvii, 109. 

85 Journal Royal Society, Nov. 30, 1744. 

86 The Writings of “Colonel William Byrd of Westover in Virginia 
Esqr.” Edited by John Spencer Bassett. New York, 1901. 

87 Elected in 1766. Thomson, History of the Royal Society, \xxvii. 
Both John Clayton, minister at Jamestown 1684 to 1686, and John 
Mitchell (d. 1768) who were fellows of the Royal Society and whose 
writings on Virginia were published in the Philosophical Transactions 
from time to time, were born in England. 
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Knowledge.** That Society declared its aim to be “to direct 
the Attention of their Countrymen to the Study of Nature, 
with a View of multiplying the Advantages that may result 
from this Source of Improvement”.*® Timid and modest in- 
vestigators were warned to remember “that the accidental Dis- 
covery of certain Properties in a rude Stone provided a more 
infallible Guide through the pathless Ocean than all the In- 
vestigations of Philosophy”.*° The Society chose correspond- 
ing members, among them Benjamin Franklin,®! and its sec- 
ond president, John Page, of Rosewell, entered into a corres- 
pondence with Arthulr Lee, his fellow Virginian then resident 
in England and a member of the Royal Society.°* The stress 
of the Revolution interrupted the Society’s activities and it 
passed into oblivion with the urgency of political discussion and 
the tread of martial men.** 

In his connection with the Royal Society Byrd represented 
the transtion stage in Virginia’s role to the mother country, 
as he likewise did in his political aims and ambitions. Before 
his time the wonders and mysteries of Virginia in the New 
World were told to the Royal Society and thence to the world 
by Englishmen who came to spy out the new land. With Byrd 
for the first time Virginia’s lore was translated by a native 





88 Virginia Gazette, May 13, 1773. This Society consisting of one 
hundred members and under the patronage of his Excellency the Gov- 
ernor chose for its officers the first year “John Clayton, Esq; Author 
of the Flora Virginica, President; John Page, of Rosewell, Esq., 
vice-President; the Reverend Samuel Henley, Professor of Moral Phi- 
losophy, Secretary; David Jameson, Esq., Treasurer.” 

89 Virginia Gazette, July 22, 1773. 

90 Thid. 

91 Virginia Gazette, June 16, 1774. 

92 The other corresponding members were Doctor Lettsom, of Lon- 
don; the Reverend Thomas Baldwin, and John Baldwin, Esq., of 
Chester, in England, Doctor Smith, Provost of the College; Doctor 
Morgan, Doctor Rush, and Mr. Rittenhouse, of Philadelphia; Edward 
Foy, Esq., of New York; Doctor Steward, of Bladenburg, Maryland, 
and Doctor Smibert, of Boston, were chosen corresponding Members. 

John Page to Arthur Lee, March 12, 1778. Page, R. C. M., Gene- 
logy of the Page Family in Virginia (Second Edition, N. Y., 1893), 


93 The sole award made by the Society, to the knowledge of the 
writer, was a pecuniary reward and a medal to Mr. Hobday for his 
model of a “very ingenious and useful Machine for threshing out 
Wheat”. Va. Gazette, June 16, 1774. 
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Virginian to the inquiring folk in the ancestral home. Within 
three decades after Byrd’s letters to Sir Hans Sloane had ceased 
to chronicle for his former associate in the Royal Society the 
marvels he daily looked upon and to ask the aid of the Royal 
Society in helping to solve their magnetic mysteries, evolu- 
tionary forces had wrought their changes. Virginians had 
ceased to look with quite the same longing or assurance upon 
the intellectual contact or the sympathetic interest of English 
affiliations and were organizing their own Royal Society, as 
it were, in this Society for the Advancement of Useful Knowl- 
edge. Not only were Virginians growing into political archi- 
tects. They were coming to depend on native wit to know the 
land they were so soon to call their own. 
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THE FIRST AMERICAN STEAMBOAT 
James Rumsey Its Inventor, Not John Fitch 


By Lieutenant Commander H. A. Gosnell, U. S. N. R. 





(Concluded) 





There followed more repairs to the machinery. Using the 
same equipment, the first trial to meet with real success was 
conducted on December 3, 1787.7. Let us read General Gates’ 
quaint statement : 

Berkeley County, Virginia, ss. 

On Monday, December 3, 1787, I was requested to see 
an experiment on Potowmack river, made by Mr. James 
Rumsey’s Steam Boat, and had no small pleasure to see 
her get on her way, with near half her burthen on board, 
and move against the current at the rate of three miles 
per hour, by the force of steam, without any external 
application whatever. I am well informed, and verily 
believe, that the machine at present is very imperfect and 
by no means capable of performing what it would do if 
completed: I have not the least doubt but it may be 
brought into common and beneficial use, and be of ad- 
vantage to all navigations, as the machine is simple light 
and cheap, and will be exceedingly durable, and does not 
occupy a space in the boat of more that four feet by two 
and a half. 

Horatio GATES 
Late Major General in the Continental Army. 


Similar certificates were signed by possessors of such good 
old Colonial names as Robert Stubbs, Abraham Shepherd, 
William Brice, David Gray, John Morrow, Harry Bedinger, 7 
Thomas White, and Charles Morrow. 


7 Rumsey. Acknowledged certificates Nos. 1, 2, and 3. 
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Success! 


Eight days later—December 11, 1787—a still more success- 
ful trial was held.* On this occasion the boat was loaded with 
three tons in addition to the weight of the machinery. This 
equals half the rated load capacity of the boat. A speed up- 
stream of about four miles an hour was made this time. We 
do not know the velocity of the current. Allowing for inaccu- 
racies in the above estimated speed “over the ground” it would 
seem quite conservative and reasonable to believe that a speed 
of at least five miles an hour was attained through the water. 
This is a most noteworthy performance, perhaps rarely if 
ever exceeded anywhere in the world up to that time. This 
year James Rumsey had conquered both steam and ice. 


The third winter to halt activities then set in. Rumsey went 
to England in 1788 to further his plans, seeking patents and 
backing for his steamboat and his boiler. In this same year 
there was formed in Philadelphia—Fitch’s own bailiwick—a 
group to assist Rumsey in his ventures in any way possible, 
at home and abroad. This body called itself The Rumseian 
Society and its list of members was headed by “His Excel- 
lency Benjamin Franklin Esqr.” Rumsey met with consider- 
able success in England. Some of his letters from London 
mention visits from a young American engineering student 
who took an interest in Rumsey’s work. His name was Rob- 
ert Fulton! James Rumsey died in England in 1793 of an 
apoplectic stroke while delivering a lecture on his inventions. 
His first boat built abroad was a success but he did not live 
to see its triumph. 


Joun Fitcu 


And what of John Fitch in all this time? According to his 
own evidence he thought of a steamboat for the first time in 
April, 1785. He constructed exhibition models and presented 
them before Congress and before the American Philosophical 





8 Rumsey. Acknowledged certificates Nos. 4 and 5. 
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Society in Philadelphia in August and September, 1785, re- 
spectively. In the summer of 1786 he completed a working 
model about August 1. In this same summer, work on the 
machinery of his boat was under way. Everything was com- 
plete and assembled in April, 1787, and the first trial of his 
steamboat was conducted May 1. Before the end of the year 
the boat had functioned in a fairly satisfactory manner. On 
July 26, 1788, Fitch made a run of 20 miles which indicates 
that his craft had attained a fair degree of reliability. 

Fitch’s boat was driven by twelve great paddles operated 
by a steam cylinder through rods, cranks, etc. The propulsive 
principle was not unlike that of a heavy war-canoe with a 
small number of large paddles. Fitch, like Rumsey, soon went 
abroad to widen the scope of his interests. After meeting 
with no success in England or France he returned to this 
country in severe financial straits. There was no relief on 
this side of the water. Fitch finally took his own life in 1798. 
The way of the inventor was ever hard. 

All of the dates given here for Fitch’s work are virtually 
the same or earlier than those placed on the record by Fitch 
himself. Wherein, then, does the controversy exist? In what 
manner may Fitch be thought of as holding precedence over 
Rumsey? Fitch did claim precedence. In this as in so many 
arguments, the greatest weakness in one side of the case 
appears in the claims and evidence produced by that very 
side. Fitch did not claim that the dates of any of his acts 
were earlier than the dates claimed by Rumsey for the same 
accomplishments. But, it is to be regretted, Fitch’s principal 
line of attack took the form of wholesale accusations that 
Rumsey and all of his associates were liars and that all the 
signers of various sworn statements were perjurers. Such in- 
temperate behavior is alone sufficient to damage the cause of 
its exhibitor. 

Still less remains on Fitch’s side after an examination of the 
arguments back of his contentions as to the falsity of Rum- 
sey’s dates. Some time before Rumsey built his steamboat 
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he had been experimenting with a system whereby boats might 
be poled upsteam. Fitch contended that all of Rumsey’s con- 
versations, correspondence, and documents prior to a certain 
rather late date referred only to this mode of navigation. To 
give a single example: this body of Rumsey’s evidence in- 
cluded some correspondence with George Washington. Fitch 
selects certain passages for comment. Then he overlooks such 
statements as the following in Rumsey’s letter of March 10, 
1785°: 


“IT have taken the greatest pains to perfect another 
kind of boat, upon the principles I mentioned to you at 
Richmond in November last, and have the pleasure to in- 
form you that I have brought it to great perfection; it 
is true that it will cost something more than the other 
way, but, when in use, will be more manageable, and can 
be worked with as few hands; the power is immense— 
and I have quite convinced myself that boats of passage 
may be made to go against the current of the Mississippi 
or Ohio rivers, or in the Gulf Stream (from the Leeward 
to the Winward-Islands) from sixty to one hundred miles 
per day.” 

It would indeed entail considerable poling to proceed by 
that method from the Leeward to the Winward Islands! (In 
composing these pages no evidence whatever has been used 
which is in the slightest degree ambiguous as regards the 
steamboat and the “setting-pole” boat.) 

Similar extraordinary logic is employed to an extended 
degree by Fitch to “prove” that Rumsey’s machinery was not 
constructed until after his own, i. e., in 1786-7 rather than 
1785. Fitch shows by various evidence that machinery was 
constructed for Rumsey near the end of 1786. Ergo, ipso 
facto, no machinery was built for him prior to that time! 





9 Rumsey. No. 19. Part of letter from Rumsey to George Wash- 
ington. 








128 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 
Fitcu First To Ostain PATENT RIGHTS 


But enough of such arguments. A little time, however, 
had to be spent upon the matter to indicate the nature of the 
controversy. In view, then, of all the foregoing, how did 
Fitch ever become recognized by so many as The Inventor 
of the First American Steamboat? This is the easiest ques- 
tion of them all to answer. The explanation requires but a 
few words. Fitch very properly applied for patents as soon 
as his plans and his models were in shape. Rumsey very fool- 
ishly worked along in a semi-confidential manner, feeling that 
no exclusive rights to his inventions could be obtained until 
his works had been constructed and demonstrated. In this, 
of course, Rumsey was entirely wrong. Fitch deserved all 
the privileges that he obtained, having built his boat inde- 
pendently of Rumsey. In fact no plainer proof is required of 
Fitch’s early ignorance of Rumsey’s labors than his great per- 
turbation when he became aware of his accomplishments. 


All the action of this story took place before the Constitu- 
tion came into being. It was a question of dealing with each 
individual State when it came to obtaining patent rights. Fitch 
made his first application in November, 1785, (to Virginia) 
and in the course of the years 1786 and 1787 received grants 
from New Jersey, Delaware, New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Virginia—good for fourteen years. He was not backward in 
his request. He asked and obtained rights for all methods of 
propelling boats by steam whether invented or to be invented 
by himself or by others! 

Rumsey, unwisely, was very late in getting started. He did 
not go after the State Assemblies until 1788. He had taken 
virtually no steps until after his boat had operated quite suc- 
cessfully. This was much too late. These applications of 
Rumsey were the principal inspiration for Fitch’s booklet. No 
one sized up Rumsey’s predicament better than Fitch him- 
self: “If Mr. Rumsey did really and in good faith and con- 
science intend to carry into execution, the secret he communi- 
cated to General Washington, I can only say he was unlucky 
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in delaying it so long, as to let me, with my subsequent dis- 
coveries, come forward before him.” Pennsylvania admitted 
its lack of wisdom in making such a sweeping grant of any- 
thing to anyone as was done in the case of the steamboat to 
Fitch. They nevertheless stuck to their promise—correctly, 
it would seem. New Jersey, New York, and Delaware like- 
wise stood by Fitch. So the Rumsey-Fitch controversy ended. 
Virginia vacated Fitch’s rights in favor of Rumsey on No- 
vember 21, 1788. All of Rumsey’s pleas to the various States 
had been on the grounds of priority of invention. According 
to present procedure this should have no force as against the 
priority of Fitch’s applications on which favorable action had 
been taken. It is not unreasonable to suppose that Rumsey’s 
Virginia citizenship and the locality of the construction and 
trials of his steamboat had some influence. Perhaps in those 
days, however, the date of invention had more weight than at 
present as compared with the date of successful patent appli- 
cation. 

As it turned out, priority made little ultimate difference. As 
has already been mentioned, no profit was made from steam 
navigation until Fulton came along. Of all the requests for 
monetary aid which accompanied the applications for patent 
rights, none was granted to any worthwhile extent. Neither 
Fitch nor Rumsey netted any financial return from their steam- 
boats. It seems as if there is only one advantage which ac- 
crued to Fitch from his patent rights. By many he is now 
looked upon—incorrectly—as the inventor of the first American 
steamboat. 

Rumsey’s lack of perspicacity very nearly cost him his “pipe 
boiler” rights also. He was again most tardy in covering his 
invention with patents. Meanwhile, early in 1788, an old ac- 
quaintance of Rumsey visited Philadelphia and innocently gave 
away the secret of the pipe boiler to none other than Fitch’s 
partner, Voight. Rumsey himself showed plans of it rather 
promiscuously around the same city. When he finally went 
after his rights, there was Fitch bobbing up with plans for an 
entirely similar boiler. It was only after a close call that 
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Rumsey’s priority was recognized by the various States. He 
received grants before the end of 1788 both in America and 
England. An Englishman by the name of William Blakey 
patented a boiler in 1766 which was perhaps more a water-tube 
boiler than anything else. The Babcock and Wilcox Com- 
pany’s History of Water-Tube Boilers, however, names Rum- 
sey as “the first successful user” of this type of boiler and 
states that he “may be truly classed as the originator of the 
water-tube boiler.” 


CHRONOLOGY 


A rough recapitulation in tabular form of the various 
dates in the steamboat invention controversy gives a clear view 
of Rumsey’s priority all along the line. Even though Fitch 
properly acquired the patents, Rumsey deserves the credit for 
the first steamboat in America. In selecting the following 
acts and dates, the benefit of any doubt has been given to 
Fitch. 





Steps in Invention of Steamboat Rumsey Fitch 
First thought of steamboat April, 1785 
Intended to build one August, 1783 May, 1785 
Made plans for it March, 1784 
Constructed exhibition models August, 1785 
Constructed working models July, 1786 
Boat itself built Summer of 1785 Summer of 1786 
Construction of machinery com- 

menced September, 1785 Summer of 1786 
Machinery completed December 1, 1785 March, 1787 


Machinery installed and ready December, 1785 April, 1787 
First trial (with some success in 

each case) March 14, 1786 May 1, 1787 
First trial with good results December 3, 1787 July 26, 1788 


It is of interest to recall that in each of three successive 
years the winter’s ice came at such a time as to call a halt on 
Rumsey’s boat trials at critical junctures. In the winter of 
1786-1787, moreover, the ice did great damage to his boat. 
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What sort of a craft was this first American steamboat of 
Rumsey’s? It contained many strange features but all of its 
principles were sound. The boat was of course built of wood 
and was of “about 6 tons burthen.” In brief, the method 
of propulsion was as follows: a steam pump took in water 
through the bottom and ejected it astern through a trunk 
which ran along the top of the keelson. The reaction from 
such a discharge of course propelled the vessel forward. 


Tue First AMERICAN STEAMBOAT 


Steam was generated in Rumsey’s newly invented “pipe 
boiler.” The heating surface was the outside of a coil of pipe, 
the water being within. This coil was formed of ten lengths 
of welded pipe “about the size of gun barrels.” These lengths 
were threaded, screwed together and then bent around a 
wooden form into a circular coil, the adjacent turns nearly 
touching each other. This boiler held only 20 pints of water— 
a vast improvement over the huge contemporary vessels of 
equal generating capacity. It required only about a half bushel 
of good coal per hour to make all the steam that the engine 
needed. 

Rumsey’s “steam engine,” i. e., the steam end of his pump, 
was unusual as compared with present day practice. How- 
ever, it followed the conventional design of European engines 
which had been built up to that time. It was virtually a 12 
by 30 inch copper steam cylinder with the top open to the at- 
mosphere and the bottom connected alternately to boiler and 
condenser. It was known as an “atmospheric engine.” This 
type of steam engine held sway until the 19th Century. Steam 
was used at a pressure sufficient only to raise the piston. When 
this steam was condensed the pressure under the piston thus 
became less than that of the atmosphere. Accordingly the 
mechanism was driven downward on a power stroke by atmos- 
pheric pressure. 


A piston rod connected the steam piston with a water piston 
which operated in a cylinder of the same dimensions as the 
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steam cylinder. In a manner analogous to the steam cylinder, 
water was under the piston and atmosphere above it. The 
water trunk, already mentioned, extended to the stern post 
from a point one quarter of the way aft from the bow. This 
forward end of the trunk was connected to a tube which passed 
through the bottom of the boat. Above this tube and on top 
of the forward end of the trunk was located the water cylinder 
of the steam pump, the steam cylinder being directly above it. 
On the up stroke, water entered the pump cylinder through 
the tube and a check valve. On the down stroke, the water 
was discharged astern through the trunk, the force exerted on 
the forward end of the trunk pushing the boat forward. Thus 
the pump was a single-acting, simplex, steam pump. The en- 
tire installation (exclusive of trunk) weighed less than 800 
pounds and took up no more space than four barrels. 


A NotTABLE INVENTOR 


It is interesting to note that of the first four U. S. Federal 
patents granted—all as of August 26, 1791,—one was to Rum- 
sey for this method of ship propulsion. He was not the first 
to think of the method. He was, however, the first to apply 
it. In recent times it has been known more commonly as “jet 
propulsion”—never permanently abandoned, it seems. Still 
more recently we have had rocket cars, rocket airplanes— 
rocket craft of all kinds. The principle underlying the pro- 
pulsion of these rockets is the same as that of Rumsey’s steam- 
boats: the rapid discharge of a mass in a certain direction from 
a vehicle sets wp a force which tends to drive the vehicle in 
the opposite direction. 

Once again there is little under the sun that is so very new. 
Rumsey possessed most advanced ideas for his day. He pro- 
duced successful first inventions in America of such infinitely 
important acquisitions as the steamboat and the water-tube 
boiler. It would seem most unfortunate if his merits should 
continue indefinitely to go unrecognized. 
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LOWER NORFOLK COUNTY RECORDS 
1636-1646 
(Continued ) 





At a Court holden at the house of 
William Shipp upon the 
3rd of August, 1640 
Present: Capt. Thomas Willoughby, Esqr. 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. Edward Windham 
Mr. Henry Sewell Mr. William Julian 


Whereas it appeareth to this Court that William Nash is 
indebted to Simon Hancock in 2000 six penny nails, as by 
acknowledgment appeareth, It is therefore ordered that Mr. 
Sawyer shall upon Saturday next, make payment of 1000 
thereof and, upon the Saturday following make payment of 
500 more, he the said Mr. Sawyer being indebted unto William 
Nash the just sum of 1500 six penny nails, and that the said 
William Nash shall make present payment of the remainder, 


being 500 six penny nails, otherwise execution to be awarded. 

Thereas it appeareth to this Court that Richard Floide is 
indebted unto John Dier the sum of 200 pounds of tobacco, as 
by acknowledgment appeareth, It is therefore ordered that 
after Mr. Edward Windham hath had a sufficient view of the 
tobacco of Richard Floide and finding it to be merchantable, 
that then the said John Dier shall, upon the tendering of the 
sum of 200 lbs of tobacco receive the tobacco but if not mer- 
chantable, then the said Floide shall make payment the ensuing 
crop, according to the acts of Assembly—otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this Court that Mr. Bartholomew 
Haskins hath received and marked three hogsheads of tobacco 
of Lawrence Peeters for country levies, It is therefore ordered 
that the said Bartholomew Haskins shall give a just account 
to the said Lawrence Peeters of the aforesaid tobacco and if 














134 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


there shall anything remain due to the said Lawrence Peeters, 
that then the said Bartholemew Haskins shall make satisfaction 
thereof but, if there shall contrarily any sum or sums of to- 
bacco be wanting to satisfy the country levy, then the said 
Lawrence Peeters shall make present payment thereof and 
also the charges of the Court, otherwise execution. 


Church Wardens for the Parish of Linnhaven 
Mr. Thomas Todd 
John Stratton 


the names of those who are chosen for the vestry of the 
aforesaid Parish 


Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Thomas Bullock 
Mr. Henry Woodhouse Mr. Thomas Cansonne 
Mr. Bartholemew Hoskins Mr. Thomas Keelinge 
Mr. Thomas Todd Mr. Robt. Hayes 


Mr. Christopher Burrowes Mr. John Lanckfiels 


It is ordered per Curiam, that all such persons as have not, 
according to the agreement of this Vestry brought in unto the 
places appointed three pecks of corn per poll, shall now ac- 
cordingly bring in the aforesaid quantity of corn unto the ap- 
pointed places, otherwise execution. | 


Whereas it appeareth to this Court that Mr. John Meare 
hath bought of Lieutenant Francis Mason the quantity of four 
barrels of corn at the price of 50 shillings sterling, the said 
corn being a due debt from Mr. Gates, It is therefore ordered 
that according to his proffer in court, that the said John Gates 
shall discharge Mr. John Meare of the payment of the said 50 
shillings due unto Lieftnant Francis Mason, he paying unto 
Leiftenant Mason the said debt with the charges of the Court, 
otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this Court that Thos. Todd doth 
stand indebted unto John Hill the sum of 432 Ibs of tobacco, 
as upon oath appeareth: It is therefore ordered that the said 
Thomas Todd shall, within six days, make payment of the 
said debt, with the charges of the Court. Otherwise execution. 
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It is ordered, per Curiam, that if Mr. Caussonne shall not, 
against the next monthly court, make appear by two deposi- 
tions, that sufficient payment hath made by him unto Capt. 
Adam Thorrowgood of the sum of 40 shillings sterling, that 
then the said Thomas Caussonne shall make present payment 
of the same, otherwise execution. 


Anne Keeling, age 22 years or 
thereabouts, sworn & examined, sayeth, 


that being at Mrs. Thorrowgood’s house, Thomas Causon and 
Elizabeth, his wife, came thither and Mrs. Thorrowgood fall- 
ing into discourse with her concerning a bill of Adam Bowsers 
and divers other things which this deponent doth not well re- 
member at present, she this deponent heard the said Causon’s 
wife tell Mrs. Thorrowgood she knew none that could ever 
get any bill out of Capt. Thorrowgood’s hands, to whom Mrs. 
Thorrowgood replied. “Why Gady Layton, could you never 
get yours? which she answered, Yes.” Then Mrs. Thorrow- 
good bade her bring any other that could not, at which the 
said Causon’s wife turns her about in a scornful manner, and 
cried, pish! Then said Mrs. Thorrowgood, “Gady Layton, 
you must not think to put it off with a pish! for if you have 
wronged him you must answer for it, for though he be dead, I 
am here in his behalf to right him, and further this deponent 
sayeth not.” 


Dorothy May age 26 years or 
thereabouts, sworn & examined, sayeth, 


that being at Mrs. Thorrowgoods, Thomas Causon and his 
wife came thither and that Mrs, Thorrowgood and she fell 
into discourse concerning a bill of Adam Bowsers and many 
other things which this deponent hath now forgotten. She, 
this deponent heard the said wife of Thomas Causon tell Mrs. 
Thorrowgood that she knew none that could ever get any bill 
out of Capt. Thorrowgood’s hands, & further deponent sayeth 
not. 
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Robert Body, age 23 years or 
thereabouts, sworn & examined, sayeth, 


that after he had arrested Elizabeth Causon she wished that 
she were able to come to the court for if she were, she would 
make Mrs. Thorrowgood ashamed and also wished for one of 
her horses to carry her and further this deponent sayeth not. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that divers scandals hath 
been raised upon Capt. Adam Thorrowgood deceased by the 
wife of Thomas Causon, as by two depositions positively ap- 
parent. It is therefore ordered that the said wife of Thomas 
Causon shall ask the wife of the said Capt. Thorrowgood for- 
giveness on her knees for the same, before the congregation 
here present and also at the Parish Church at Linnhaven on 
the next Sunday after the first lesson in Morning prayer. 

It is ordered per Curiam, that William Burrougs shall, ac- 
cording to condition, kill for Thomas Causon so many deer as 
there are weeks between this present date and Christmas, killing 
every week one deer and one turkey, always provided that the 
said Thomas Causon shall find him sufficient powder and shot, 
likewise to allow him, the said William Burrougs meat and 
drink according as they provide for themselves at their own 
table. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court by the oath of Francis 
Lane that Mr. Christopher Burrougs hath transported three 
servant into the colony whose names are hereunder mentioned 
Johnathan Exfecketer, James Caulder, Thomas Hall. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court by acknowledgment that 
Christopher Tooke hath freely given unto George Mea two 
barrels of Indian corn which said corn Elizabeth Cason hath 
before the board promised to satisfy unto the said George 
Mea: It is therefore ordered the said Elizabeth Cason shall 
within six days, satisfy or pay the said two barrels of corn 
unto the said George Mea, otherwise execution and also the 
charges of the court. 

It is further ordered that the said Elizabeth Causon shall 
this ensuing crop, pay unto the aforesaid George Mea four 
barrels of the like corn for damages done in his field of corn 
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by the hogs of the said Elizabeth Cason and also the charges 
of the Court, otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that there was a condi- 
tion made between Constantine Wadington and William Lay- 
ton in his lifetime as followeth: That the said Constantine 
was to make casks for the said William Laiton for the half 
thereof, the said William being to find timber and get it. Now 
the said Constantine hath made 208 casks whereof he never 
received any account for any more than 80 casks. 

It is therefore ordered that the said wife of William Layton 
shall satisfy the said Constantine for the remainder of the said 
casks, being six tons, according as casks were sold the last year 
and if, in case the said Elizabeth shall make it appear that she 
hath made no use of the six tons of casks or any of them, that 
then the said Constantine is to repair the said six tons of casks. 

It is further ordered that the said Elizabeth Layton shall 
deliver unto Cornelius Wadington, his own two sows, with 
three sows more, of a twelve months old apiece, within six 
days after the date hereof and if, in case the said sows or any 
of them, shall pig before the delivery thereof that then likewise 
the sows with their increase shall be delivered unto the said 
Constantine Wadington; otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this Court that Robert Martin is 
indebted unto John Wright the sum of 36 shillings, it is there- 
fore ordered that the said Robt. Martin shall pay unto the 
said John Wright 36 pounds of tobacco stripped and smoothed, 
at his ensuing crop, otherwise execution. 


At a Court 
holden for the Lower Norfolk at the house of Capt. John Sibsey 
September 8th 1640. 


Whereas it appeareth to this court that John Radford hath 
raised divers scandals upon John Hill to his great disparage- 
ment. It is therefore ordered that the said John Radford shall, 
upon the next Sunday, ask public forgiveness of the said John 
Hill for the same at the parish Church at Seawell’s Point be- 
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fore the whole congregation then present, after the first lesson 
in morning prayer. 


Present: Capt. Thos. Willoughby, Esq. 


Capt. John Sibsey ,., 
Mr. William lelen Henry Seawel | Sept. 8th, 1640. 


Whereas it appears to this court that Gideon Tillissonne hath 
bought of John Radford 150 acres of land out of a patent for 
200 acres granted by Sir John Harvey upon the 6th of May 
Anno Domini 1638, as by a deposition appeareth and by his 
own word is proved, the said Radford saying that he showed 
the said Gideon a patent out of which he should have his land 
being at the time that the said Radford made sale of his land 
unto the said Gideon, which appeareth to be the patent above 
mentioned, the said Radford having no other patent at that 
time for land due to himself: It is therefore ordered that the 
said Radford shall first make a choice of 50 acres of land 
which will be surplus in the aforesaid patent and then make a 
firm assignment of the remainder unto the said Gilbert Tillisson 
and to pay him, the said Gideon, 3 pounds sterling for charges 
and damages, besides to pay for one warrant and four sub- 
poenas with the serving of them, according to Acts of As- 
sembly, otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that Gideon Tillisson hath 
lost one cloak of John Radford, as by acknowledgment ap- 
peareth. It is therefore ordered that the said Radford shall 
abate 200 Ibs. of tobacco out of the damages which the said 
Radford is to pay unto the said Gideon and that the said Gideon 
shall pay unto the said John Radford, 15 shillings for the use 
of his man and his boat, otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that Richard Owine is 
indebted unto John Wright the sum of 80 Ibs. of tobacco as 
by acknowledgment appeareth: It is therefore ordered that the 
aforesaid sum of tobacco shall be satisfied in stripped and 
smoothed tobacco this present crop, with the charges of the 
court ; otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that John Browne was 
arrested at the suit of George Lock, the said Lock not appear- 
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ing. It is therefore ordered that the said Lock shall be non- 
suited and shall pay unto John Brown 7 shillings for damages 
and also with the charges of the court, otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that John Spencer was 
subpoenaed at the suit of Christopher Burrougs, the said 
Christopher not appearing: It is therefore ordered that the 
said Christopher shall be non-suited and to pay 15 shillings to 
the said Spencer for damages, and also the charges of the 
court, otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that Robt. Hayes was 
arrested at the suit of Thomas Bullock, he the said Bullock 
not appearing: It is therefore ordered that the Thomas Bul- 
lock shall pay unto the said Robt. Hayes 15 shillings for suit 
and damages and also the charges of the court, otherwise execu- 
tion. 


The deposition of Edward Buttler, age 22 years 
of thereabouts, examined, sayeth 
that whereas John Radford had a certain parcel of land lying 
upon the western Branch of Elizabeth River containing the 
quantity of 200 acres, or thereabouts, holden by the said Rad- 
ford by virtue of a patent, out of which said land the said Rad- 
ford did sell unto Gideon Tillison the quantity of 150 acres for 
and in consideration of 1250 lbs. of tobacco, which said parcel 
of land was confirmed by a bill of sale given under the hand 
and seal of the said Radford to that end and purpose that the 
said land might be peacably enjoyed by the said Tillison or his 
heirs forever without any trouble, let, or molestation of him, 
the said Radford or any other person or persons whatsoever, 
through on by his means of procurement, which said bill of sale 
was written by the deponent on or about July, Anno 1639, and 
this deponent sayeth further, that the said Radford did condi- 
tion unto the aforesaid bargain to lend the said Tillison his 
boat two days to Nutmeg Quarter together with himself or a 
man to transport the said Tillisons goods to the aforesaid land 
bought of him the said Radford, and further this deponent 
sayeth not. 
per Mea. Edward Buttler. 
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At a Court 
holden at Mr. Henry Sewells upon the 
2d of September 1640 
Present: Capt. Thos. Willoughby, Esq. 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. Henry Seawell 
Leift. Francis Mason Mr. Edw. Windham 
Mr. William Julian 


Whereas it appeareth to this court that Francis Lane is in- 
debted unto Christopher Burrough, the just sum of 1660 lbs. 
of tobacco and 3 barrels of ears, as by account appeareth. It 
is therefore ordered that the said Francis Lane, shall satisfy 
the said Christopher Burrough out of tobacco which are due 
from the said Christopher unto Francis Lane, otherwise execu- 
tion. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that Christopher Young 
and Lancaster Levett are indebted unto Thomas Savage, 2500 
Ibs. of tobacco, as by bill appeareth. It is therefore ordered 
that the said Lewitt being security for the said Christopher 
Young, shall satisfy the attorney of the said Savage, Francis 
Lane, 200 Ibs. of tobacco, present crop upon the last of De- 
cember and 200 pounds of tobacco the ensuing year according 
to the former date, otherwise execution. 

It is ordered per Curiam, that Robert Glasscock shall, with- 
in 14 days, provide one shirt for his servant Francis Bright, 
and pay the charges of the court, otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court that Thomas Brown is 
indebted unto Henry Rudkins the quantity of 2 barrels of corn 
and two cocks as by bill appeareth: It is therefore ordered 
that the said Thomas Brown shall make payment of the said 
corn and cocks by the last of October next, with charges of the 
court, otherwise execution. 

It is ordered per Curiam, that Daniel Meale shall make satis- 
faction for three weeks work the next Summer, in this month 
to Capt. John Sibsey, with charges of the court, otherwise 


execution. 
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The last will and Testament of John Lanckfield deceased 
proved by the oaths of William Edwards and Edward Holmes: 


Whereas it appeareth to this court that Cornelius Lloyd 
has forbidden the bans of matrimony between Thos. Tucker 
and Edy Hantinge not showing any cause for the same but 
by a letter from Capt. Tucker to demand service from the said 
Thos. Tucker which hath been three years since freed from 
the said Cornelius by an attorney of the said Captain Tucker’s. 
It is therefore ordered that the said Thos. Tucker and Edy 
Hantinge shall quietly and peacably proceed in a lawful course 
of marriage but if the said Cornelius shall hereafter show any 
authority or indenture for service from the said ‘Thomas 
Tucker, that then the said Tucker shall satisfy any lawful at- 
torney of Capt. Tucker for the same. 


Know all men by these presents that I, Christopher Bur- 
rough of Linnhaven, planter, for divers good causes and con- 
siderings me thereunto moving, have given, granted, sold, con- 
firmed and set over unto my well beloved brother William 
Burrough of the same place, planter, and to his heirs and as- 
signs, all that whole plantation whereon I, the said Christopher 
do now live, with all my goods, tenements, hogs, household stuff 
whatsoever, the boats, corn, and tobacco and debts now owing 
unto me excepted, together with all profits and commodities 
which shall from thence by my endeavours arise during the 
time of my keeping the same in my possession, except what 
shall arise from the before excepted. And I, the said Christo- 
pher, do hereby covenant, promise, and grant to surrender 
the said plantation and the rest upon all demands, unto the 
said William, without fraud covin, or delay. 

In witness whereof I have hereto set my hand and seal this 
6th day of January in the year of our Lord 1639. 

Xofr Burrough 
with his Seal (_ ) 

In presence of 

Rayih Clarke 
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At a Court 
Holden at Lieft. Francis Mason’s the 
2d of November 1640 
Present: Capt. John Sibsey 
Mr. Henry Seawell Lieft. Francis Mason 
Mr. Will. Windham Mr. Wm. Julian 


Whereas it appeareth to this court that Savill Gaskin is in- 
debted unto Thomas Mills the sum of 4 £ 15.s sterling, the 
which sum is validly to be satisfied in tobacco, according as it 
shall pass in the colony or by specialty appeareth: It is there- 
fore ordered that the said Savill Gaskin shall make payment of 
the debt within six weeks with charges of the Court, otherwise 
execution. 


Whereas it appeareth to this Court that William Kettell hath 
conditioned with Capt. Thomas Willoughby to serve him three 
complete years and to enter thereinto as soon as his crop was 
finished, as by two depositions positively appears, he the said 
Kettell having named satisfaction for the same, only he is to 
have such apparel as the rest of the said Capt. Willoughby’s 
servants during his said term, and for corn, he is to save to 
the Captain’s courtesy, it is therefore ordered that the said 
William Kettell shall enter into service upon the Ist of Janu- 
ary next ensuing and continue in the same three complete 
years without he the said Kettell can provide 20 £ sterling to 
be paid in England and also pay the charges of the Court. 

Whereas it appears to this court that Owine Hayes is in- 
debted unto Robt. Smith the sum of 96 Ibs. of tobacco, stripped 
and smooth, as by specialty appeareth. It is therefore ordered 
that the said Owine shall make payment of the said sum of 
tobacco out of the two-thirds of his crop of tobacco within 30 
days, otherwise execution. 

Whereas Thomas Bullock hath made appear to this Court 
by two depositions, positively, that John Phillips set dogs upon 
the hogs of the said Bullock and killed one of them. It is 
therefore ordered that the said John Phillips shall in satisfac- 
tion thereof, pay unto the said Thomas Bullock the sum of 3 £ 
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Sterling at or before the 1st of December next ensuing, with 
charges of the court, otherwise execution. 

It is further ordered that for divers scandalizing and taunting 
speeches which the said Phillips hath given the said Thos. Bul- 
lock as well here in court as elsewhere, he shall ask the said 
Bullock forgiveness here in open court before the Congrega- 
tion here present. 

Whereas it appeareth to this Court that William Bland hath 
entered into condition with Thos. Bullock to serve him two 
months: It is therefore ordered that the said William Bland 
shall enter into his covenanted service upon the 26th of this 
present month and upon performance thereof to have according 
to the tenor of his condition he allowing the said Bullock his 
charges in Court—execution. 

Mr. Bartholomew Haskins hath, before this Court, prof- 
fered satisfaction for his servants to Mr. Woodhouse, or to 
his attorney, according to order from the Governor and Coun- 
cil from James City. 

Mr. John Gater hath made appear to this court that by two 
sufficient witnesses, Thos. Lambert and Thos. Ivey, that he 
hath tendered 1000 lbs of tobacco at his new dwelling house, 
the said sum being due to the two brothers Dinsmen and ten- 
dered for their use. 

Whereas it appears to this Court, by condition, that Edward 
Lillie Joiner, was to perform certain work due to Henry Hawk- 
ins, he having given satisfaction for the same two years since, 
which work is yet not performed: It is therefore ordered that 
the said Lillie shall restore out of the former satisfaction, 148 
Ibs. of tobacco due the said Henry Hawkins, at or before the 
lst of December ensuing, with charges of the Court, otherwise 
execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this Court by Specialty, that Savill 
Gaskin is indebted unto Henry Hawkins the sum of 160 lbs 
of tobacco, due the last year. It is therefore ordered that the 
said Savil Gaskin shall put him in sufficient security within 
20 days, for the payment of the said sum this ensuing year and 
also to pay the charges of the Court, otherwise execution. 
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Whereas it appeareth to this court that Thos. Causon is in- 
debted unto Capt. Thos. Willoughby the sum of 9£ 9s. ster- 
ling, by specialty, It is therefore ordered that the said Causon 
shall ship such a quantity of tobacco aboard any ship or ships 
which the said Capt. Willoughby shall appoint as shall be 
thought fit, by sufficient men, to make satisfaction for the 
aforesaid sum of money and the bill of laden taken in his 
name, otherwise execution. 

It doth appear to this Court that Thos. Keeling hath trans- 
ported into the Colony these four persons 

Anne Keeling, in the John and Dorothy, 1634 
Thomas Allen in the Rebecca 1636 

Richard Smith, in the Blessing 1637 

One negro in Capt. Johnathan 1637 

Witness Edward Windham & Henry Seawell. 

John Holmes hath made appear to this court that he hath 
transported four persons into the Colony, George Horner and 
his wife on the ——————— Edward Hollmes in the 
and —————— Brewer in the ‘ 

Whereas it appeareth to this Court that Thos Causon can 
not, according to former order, produce two depositions from 
the records at Jamestown, that he hath satisfied Capt. Adam 
Thorrowgood a debt of 40 shillings due from Adam Bowser 
but, after order made by the Court appealeth to Jamestown 
and then never answered the sail: It is therefore ordered that 
the said Causon shall make payment of the said 40 shillings 
and likewise pay 30 shillings for charges to the said Mrs. 
Thorrowgood within 20 days, the suit having been four times 
in this court and over at Jamestown—otherwise execution. 

Whereas it appeareth to this court by sufficient witness, that 
Thos Cheely is indebted unto Owin Hayes the sum of 200 Ibs 
of Tobacco, it being for part of his share in the crop about 2 
years since: It is therefore ordered that the said Thomas 
Cheely shall make payment of the said sum of tobacco ac- 
cording to the Act of the last Grand Assembly, being 40 Ibs 
per Ib. out of the two thirds of his crop of tobacco, within 30 
days, otherwise execution. 
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Thomas Ivey hath made appear to this Court that he hath 
transported into the Colony three persons, himself & his wife 
in the Rebecca, 1637—William Brown in the Blessing 1637— 
Witness John Sibsey. 


Deposition of John Richardson age 20 years or thereabouts— 
examined, sayeth, 

That William Kittell, where he received the made clothes 
of Capt. Willoughby, looking of them over he told said Captain 
he could find in his heart to serve the Captain 3 years and let 
the other bargain alone, to which the said Captain answered 
that “if he would he might”—Robert Smith standing by at the 
same time said “Kettell have a care what you do, for what 
is done before witnesses is as good as if it were under hand- 
writing.” Whereupon Kettell replied, that he would serve the 
Captain 3 years if he would give him clothes as the rest of his 
servants have and so the Captain and he agreed upon the same, 
and after they had so agreed, Kettell put in to have 3 barrels of 
corn. The said Captain answered that that was at his courtesy. 
Kettell told him he would stand to his courtesy. And further 
this deponent sayeth not. 

The deposition of Henry Hawkins 
age 27 years, sayeth, 
that he heard William Davis ask Edward Lilley what he would 
do about the boat and that the said Lillie replied “Clear me 
and take all” but whether he meant the boat or no this de- 
ponent knoweth not. And further this deponent sayeth not. 

John Dier, sworn and examined, sayeth, that he heard Thos 
Cheely tell Owine Hayes, that there was a hogshead of to- 
bacco at Mrs. Thorrowgood’s house for him and that the said 
Owine answered that he would not have it. And further this 
deponent sayeth not. ‘ 

The deposition of Richard Floyd, age 23 years or there- 
abouts—sworn & examined, sayeth: that he heard John Phil- 
lips say that Andrew, Mr. Burrow’s his man, said that the said 
Mr. Burrows his dorg, set foul of Mr. Bullock’s boar and that 
the said Andrew took the dog off and that the dog ran towards 








146 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


Mr. Bullocks but came presently back again to him, the said 
Andrew and died. This defendant further says that he heard 
the said Phillips say that when they had set the dogs upon 
Mr. Bullock’s hogs so, the said Phillips said to Mr. Bullock, 
“we have set the dogs upon the hogs, Sir Bullock, take you 
them off” & that he would say as much in open Court. And 
further this deponent sayeth not. 

The deposition of Nicholas Couch, age 21 years or there- 
abouts, sworn and examined, sayeth: That he followed Thomas 
Bullock into the ground when he heard his hogs a worrying 
and came up with him. Christopher Burrows his man, was 
on Thos. Bullock’s grounds and Phillips was on the other side. 
Thos. Bullock said “Sir Phillips why do you set your dogs 
after my hogs”, and Phillips answered “Sir Bullock we have 
set them on, take you them off.” and so left then, and sud- 
denly after this deponent saw a red dog eating a red shoat 
nigh Mr. Bullock’s house. And further this deponent sayeth 
not. 

An inventory of the goods and estate of Sarah Taylor, wid- 
ow, taken and appraised by Mr. Thos. Meaves and Thos. 
Sawer, November 20th, 1640. 

Imprimis—one small sea bed—one rug, two pil- £ —s—d 

lows & a blanket, one pair of sheets & pillow 01— 0—O 


5 old Smocks 01— 0—0 
1 box & 1 parcel of wearing linen 01— 0—0 
4 napkins, 4 towells 00— 5—0O 
1 stuff petticoat & waistcoat—one sea green apron Ol— 4—O 
1 old gown, 1 old petticoat & waistcoat 00— 7—0 
1 old silk gown and Taffety petticoat and waist coat 01—10—O 
1 old parcel of shoes & stockings 00—02—6 
1 slick stone, 1 smoothing iron 00—01—0 
1 looking glass, comb & brush 00—01—0 
2 spoons 0O— 0—f 
Four 1/2 of thread 0O— 0—9 
2 pairs of gloves O— 0—4 
1 old hat O— +—0 


6—16—1 
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DIARY OF JOHN EARLY, BISHOP OF THE 
METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, 
SOUTH 





A Copy from the Unpublished Manuscript, Contributed by 
J. Rives Childs, Lynchburg, Va. 





(Continued ) 


Friday 27th [Dec. 1811] to Canaan, 4 miles. A crowded 
house attended to whom I preached with power on “Thou fool, 
this night shall thy soul be required of thee’ and we had an 
awful time among saints and sinners. Some cried: “these that 
have turned the world upside down are come hither also”; 
others shouted aloud the praises of God. 

Saturday 28th. Bro. Phillips and myself went to South 
Hill, 9 miles, and administered the Lord’s Supper in the upper 
chamber at 10 oclock and at 12 oclock I preached an elaborate 
sermon on the 12th chapter of Hebrews and we had a general 
blaze in the congregation. My own soul was much engaged 
and I rather injured myself by my very laborious exertions 
and I was sorry to part with these people. Bro. Phillips 
preached for them at night. 

Sunday 29th, to Salem, 4 miles. I tried to preach on the 
pouring out of the Holy Ghost on the day of Pentecost. We 
had a great time and one not soon forgotten and I rather felt 
a pressure of spirits in parting with my friends there. 

Monday 30th, to Ossin’s, 6 miles. According to custom a 
number attended to whom I preached my farewell on “Unto 
what is the kingdom of God like” etc. Surely there was a 
memorable time among the righteous and wicked and I trust 
the good of that days meeting will be seen in eternity. Here 
I felt like being more faithful for the time to come and like 
I was always ready to meet my congregations in eternity. 








148 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


Tuesday 31, to Canaan, 10 miles, through the rain and 
preached to a few on the prosperity of the righteous and we 
had the shout of a king in our camp. 

Wednesday, January Ist, 1812. I was prevented from at- 
tending my appointment that day by my horses getting loose 
and could not be taken until too late. 

Here I began to reflect on my small proficiencies in divinity 
and religion considering my age for I was that day twenty-six 
years old but I resolved to be more diligent for the residue 
of my life. I went to Bro. C. Thrower’s, 8 miles, and on my 
way I heard of the great conflagration in Richmond, Va., on 
the night of the 26th of December, 1811, which made me feel 
very awful. A playhouse and nearly 100 souls went to ashes 
and death and, among the rest, the Governor and chief mag- 
istrate of Virginia. Good heavens, when shall. we see the end 
of dissipation? But the wages of sin is death. 

Thursday 2nd, Tabernacle. A number attended to whom I 
illustrated, ““What do ye more than others” and we had a 
gracious time and many felt the powers of the world to come. 
I had no doubt but if I got to heaven I should see many of these 
people enrobed in innocence and crowned in glory. 

Friday 3rd, Rock Church, 7 miles. I had a clever congre- 
gation to whom I preached on “By whom shall Jacob arise for 
he is small”. We had a solemn time and parted in peace. Bro. 
Phillips and myself went to Bro. T. Booth’s. 

Saturday 4th, Wyche’s, 8 miles. I preached to a few and 
had a peaceable time and parted in love. 

Sunday 5th, Woolsey’s Barn, 5 miles. A vast congregation 
attended to hear my valedictory discourse to whom I spoke on 
“And blessed is he whosoever shall not be offended in me”. 
Bro. E. Cannon preached after me and we had a gracious time 
indeed. Oh memorable day! A gentle man (viz. a man of 
cleverness) came to me as I got to the meeting house and 
insisted on my making a public collection for (he said) he knew 
a number of people wished to give me a specimen of regard 
for my labors. I told him I had enough gold and silver for 
the present and I had freely received and therefore freely gave. 
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An esquire present said he wished I would come back and if 
I would come back for money I would have it. I thanked him 
kindly and told him if providence directed me to come back 
I would cordially obey the mandate but I would never become 
a hired servant for all the riches of America or the world. He 
replied “I believe you would not.” I went that evening (after 
taking my leave from that affectionate class) to Bro. C. Green’s 
and Bro. C. with me. We enjoyed much sociability and had a 
great shower of grace that evening. 

Monday 6th, to Ferguson’s Chapel, 8 miles, and Bro. C. 
preached and gave Calvinism a broadside. We went to Bro. D. 

Tuesday 7th, Round Hill, 4 miles. I expatiated on the 24th 
of Genesis and we had a melting time. Glory be to God. I 
expect to see some of them in rivers of pleasure. I went to 
my friend’s, James C. Fennell. 

Wednesday 8th, Bethel, 6 miles. I commented on the 11th 
chapter of Hebrews and first of the 12th. I was happy in so 
doing and we had a gracious time and I went to H. Clark’s. 

Thursday 9th, to Concord, 15 miles, and preached with some 
liberty on the Lord’s Prayer, but these people are not all right. 

Friday 10th, to Snaith Church, 12 miles. It was very cold 
indeed but a clever congregation attended to whom I preached 
on the great salvation with common liberty. After preaching 
I set out for Bro. Whitaker’s, 12 miles. After leaving the 
church after a little it began to snow and continued very fast 
until night. On my way alone I was overtaken by a boy of 
about —-———— who said as he passed me, “I'll be d d 
if you are not a preacher and I never saw a preacher but what 
was a G—d d RASCAL”. I rode off. I was told it 
was a son of Col. B. who lived at the courthouse and his name 
was . 
Saturday 11th, I was engaged in reading Stackhouse. 

Sunday 12th. Snow on the ground and very cold weather 
but I attended and preached at Rehoboth and the Lord was 
with us to our consolation and with sorrow I parted that eve- 
ning with my frierid and rode to Halifax, 15 miles. 


Monday 13th, I rode to Bro. Barrett’s, 18 miles. 
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Tuesday 14th, Moore’s Meeting House. A number at- 
tended to whom I preached with liberty and power on “Now 
we see through a glass darkly”, and we had a memorable time 
in public and private meeting and my heart was rent to part 
with these people. I stayed that night at Bro. Barrett’s and 
next morning I had trial of my faith and feelings. An irre- 
ligious married lady sent me a present in silver dollars by a 
special friend of mine. 

Wednesday 15th. I had a parting with Bro. Barrett’s fam- 
ily that I shall never forget. I went to Lebanon, 8 miles, and 
preached to a large audience and had a solemn time indeed. 
Here I was again tried in parting from my good friends. I 
went to H. Peebles’. 

Thursday 16th, Spanish Oak, 7 miles. It was very cold, 
but few attended and I preached but short to them and was 
sorry to leave Bro. Putney’s family. 

Friday 17th, to Olive Branch, 6 miles. A clever congre- 
gation attended to whom I preached with pleasure and parted 
in peace with my friends and went to Capt. R. Fletcher’s. 

Saturday morning I set out through the cold to meet Bro. 
Barnes at Brunswick quarterly meeting and though I was sick 
on the way yet I preached when I got there, 16 miles. I re- 
turned to Bro. Booth’s, 9 miles. 

Sunday 19th. It snowed, it rained, it hailed but I rode to 
Bro. Burwell Roberson’s, 20 miles. 

Monday I went to Bro. Williams’, 25 miles. 

Tuesday 21st. It was uncommonly cold. I met with sev- 
eral difficulties in getting to Bro. Edmund Taylor’s, 18 miles. 

Wednesday 22nd. I preached at Taylor’s old meeting house 
and although it was very cold weather yet we had a very glo- 
ricus time. That night Bro. Grissom, agent for the State of 
Delaware, brought a man there in chains, who had kidnapped 
several free negroes in Delaware, on his way to that state. My 
heart was affected at the sight but still I was anxious that he 
should receive condign punishment for his crime. 

Thursday evening. My heart was much affected to part with 
my dear Brother and Sister Taylor. I shall never forget that 
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dear family. I went to my special friend, A. Williams, 15 
miles. 

Friday 24th. Bro. A. Moore and myself started by day and 
rode to Tabernacle, 28 miles, to hear and meet Bro. William 
Barnes. 

Saturday 25th, to Canaan quarterly meeting, 8 miles. A 
number of our friends attended and Bro. J. Lattimore preached. 
Bro. Drumgoole exhorted and we had a happy time. I stayed 
the night at Bro. Winfield’s and notwithstanding Sunday morn- 
ing was a very (cold) time yet there was a crowd at morning 
meeting and a very great time indeed at 11 oclock. I had great 
liberty in preaching on the parable of the Prodigal Son. My 
soul was moved in preaching and more tears I never saw shed 
in a congregation of the same magnitude. After preaching I 
felt overwhelmed at parting with scores that I loved as my 
own soul. I expect that day will be fresh in mind while I live 
and after I am dead. I went that evening through the rain to 
my dear Bro. Holmes’, 7 miles. 

Monday 27th. I had a difficult ride through rain and mud to 
Bro. Dancy’s, 25 miles. 

Tuesday 28th, to Bro. Phillips’ in Charlotte, 30 miles. 

Wednesday 29th, to Bro. Judes’, 15 miles. 

Thursday 30th, to my father’s, 35 miles. I was much fa- 
tigued but rejoiced to see my aged parents once more and find 
them well in health. I was sorry to find the church of God 
declining in that once flourishing country. Some were dead, 
some blackslid, some lukewarm while but few were properly 
engaged in religion. 

Saturday 2nd of February [1812]. To a days meeting at 
the Tabernacle, 5 miles and was truly glad to see Bro. Callo- 
way. He preached and I was powerfully happy. 

Sunday. A number of my old acquaintances attended to 
whom I preached on, “Now we see through a glass darkly”. 
I had good liberty and many, I dare say, felt very awful. I 
trust good was done among saints and sinners. 
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I stayed in the neighborhood until Wednesday.* 

I preached at Bro. Price’s, 12 miles, and had a melting time 
among my old neighbors. 

Saturday 9th. I went to Bedford court house and heard a 
negro tried for killing his master who was condemned to be 
hung. I went that night to Bro. Joel and Joshua (Early’s), 
18 miles, and found them very glad to see me, very kind, but 
mostly void of religion. 

Sunday 10th. I preached in the Baptist meeting at Liberty 
to some of my relations and many who knew me. I had better 
than liberty and trust good was done. I bade them farewell 
and Bro. Thomas Early and myself rode to his house that 
evening, 18 miles. 

Monday evening. I went to Bro. Rucker’s, 8 miles and re- 
turned on Tuesday. 

Wednesday 13th. I attended my appointment at Cousin 
Abner Calloway’s where a number of my old acquaintances 
had assembled. I preached on the Ist verse of the 12th chap- 
ter of Revelations. We had a solemn and awful time and I 
trust much good was done. I returned home that night. 

Thursday 14th. By invitation I dined at Col. J. Watts’s who 
was quite unwell but I was glad to find him so touched by 
religious impressions. I that day bade farewell to my friends 
and relatives in Bedford for a season. Bought a horse and 
rode that evening to Lynchburg, 12 miles, where I heard Sam- 
uel Stewart preach a very dry cold sermon to a few. 

Friday 15th. I started for Conference in Richmond while 
heavy showers of rain came pouring down a main but I soon 
overtook Bro. Weaver and others. We went that night to Bro. 
J. M. Walker’s, 25 miles. 

Saturday 16th, to Bro. Evans’ in Buckingham county, 25 
miles, where we stayed until Monday. We started but Willis’ 
River was so full that we had to drive our horses over before 
us and drag a gig over on a log to get across. Went that night 





*I went to Lynchburg and back again, 24 miles. 
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to John Hobson’s in Cumberland, 22 miles, where I preached 
to a few. 

Tuesday. Bro. Williamson, M. Darue (Dame?) and myself 
went to Randolph’s Tavern near the cold pits, 40 miles. 

Wednesday 19th. To Richmond, 12 miles, for the first time, 
and I was directed to take up my board at the house of Mr. 
James Taylor’s and was much pleased. 

Thursday morning the 20th of February Conference as- 
sembled according to appointment. Bishop W. McKendree in 
the chair, Bishop Asbury present, Thomas L. Douglas chosen 
secretary. We resolved to meet at eight in the morning, ad- 
journ at eleven and meet again at three and sit until five. 


There was preaching regularly three times a day at two 
meeting houses in Richmond; on Sunday two sermons in the 
Capitol and two in the Baptist Meeting House, one or two in 
the penitentiary, besides constant preaching at Manchester and 
occasionally at Rocketts.* Vast Congregations attended. Chris- 
tians were engaged in a measure, and in the course of the 
meeting several professed converting grace and I believe great 
good was done. 

In Conference we had several serious things to transpire and 
I once felt worse than I ever felt in Conference, but all things 
considered we had a great Conference and ended apparently in 
great peace one with another. Twelve located, four young 
men declined traveling and their names were dropped. Seven 
young men were received, and one who had been traveling for 
years but had located prior to this time. 


In this Conference there was a diversity of sentiments rela- 
tive to the doctrine of Sanctification advanced by the preachers. 
It was introduced in consequence of some of the preachers 
having told their congregations that there was a difference be- 
tween Justification and Sanctification and that if they were not 
Sanctified, notwithstanding their Justification, they would be 
damned. 





*I suppose upwards of 70 sermons were preached. 
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Conference broke on Friday evening, the 28th, and we had 
a melting time among the preachers while Bro. Asbury sang 
and prayed before we parted. 

Saturday 29th. I went into the Penitentiary of Virginia 
but was struck with a degree of horror at the scene. I saw 
some that I had known before they came there, and one who 
was put in there for having killed my own Brother. On my 
return from the Penitentiary I went into the Armory and saw 
several curiosities as well as many extraordinary works. 

Sunday Ist of March [1812]. I heard Brothers Bruce and 
Buxton preach in the morning and afternoon and preached 
myself at night in the new meeting house and had but common 
liberty. 

Monday morning after having preached four times in the 
city I took my leave of the affectionate, kind, open-hearted 
family of Mr. Taylor and started for Greensville.* Brother 
Buxton, Boyd, Morton and myself rode that day to Petersburg, 
25 miles, and stayed at Mr. Dodson’s. 

Tuesday morning I started but was prevailed on to stop and 
preach for them that night. The appointment was given out, 
the people assembled to whom I preached and we had an 
awful and happy time. 

Wednesday 4th, to Bro. George Jones’ in Sussex, 30 miles. 

Thursday it rained and I stayed until Friday. 

Friday 6th. I rode to Bro, Kinchin Peterson’s, 26 miles, 
and was kindly received. 


(To be continued) 





+ My appointment for 1812 was to Greensville with which I was 
pleased as I had been there and had great times and I had no hand 
in being sent back but the people had petitioned for me. 

* Mr. Taylor is a man of cleverness; his consort a pious Methodist; 
her mother a friendly matron; her sister, Eliza, a Quaker (but smart) ; 
her sister, Emmala, a lively Methodist and Mrs. Keith (a widow be- 
witched), a woman of apparent cleverness, sagacity and who had a 
very lovely son, Lewis. 
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REGISTER of MARRIAGES in CAMPBELL 
COUNTY, VIRGINIA, 1800-1810 
Copied by Mrs. John E. Lane, Altavista, Va. 
(Continued ) 





Date Parties’ Name By Whom Celebrated 


1803 

July—Moses Spencer to Nancy Johns—Edmund Johns. 

July—William Johns to Polley Spencer—Edmund Johns. 

Dec.—John Carter to Polley Elder—Edmund Johns. 

Nov.—James Glass to Dolley Jones—Edmund Johns. 

Nov.—John Jones to Nancy Fields—Edmund Johns. 

Mar. 8—John Roper to Margaret Franklin—William Flowers, 
Jr. 

June 17—John Davidson to Polly Caffery—William Flow- 
ers, Jr. 

Oct. 20—Alexander Davidson to Agness Crews—William 
Flowers, Jr. 

Jan. 10—Joseph McReynolds to Catharine McIver—Henry 
Brown. 

Feb. 24—Parker Luster to Leanna Hancock—Henry Brown. 

Mar. 3—Daniel Frazier to Rhoda Angell—Henry Brown. 

Mar. 14—Thomas McCarty to Mary Bruckner—Henry Brown. 

May 12—Joseph East to Mary Bell—Henry Brown. 

June 30—John Tready to Polley Arrington—Henry Brown. 

July 24—George Bird to Polly Finch—Henry Brown. 

Aug. 18—John Adams to Peggy Gregory—Henry Brown. 

Sept. 24—Richard Bloxsom to Polly Murrill—Henry Brown. 

Sept. 29—Pleasant Johnson to Unis Bernard—Henry Brown. 

Nov. 13—John Grey to Milley Deering—Henry Brown. 

Nov. 15—Benjamin Clement to Mary Candler—Henry Brown. 

Nov. 15—Charles Lewallen to Mary Akers—Henry Brown. 

Dec. 1—Henry Robertson to Nancy Johnson—Henry Brown. 

Dec. 1—James Pemberton to Hannah Johnson—Henry Brown. 
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Date Parties’ Name By Whom Celebrated 


1804 
Jan. 23—Henry Buckler to Betsy Talbot—Edmund Johns. 
March—Joseph Lea to Agness Ligon—Edmund Johns. 
March—German C. Nowell to Polly Trent—Edmund Johns. 
July—Martin Weber to Hannah Finch—Edmund Johns. 
Sept.—Vincent Patten to Elizabeth Watkins—Edmund Johns. 
Oct.—Thomas Woods to Precilla Jennings—Edmund Johns. 
Oct.—James F. Clarkson to Elizabeth Moorman—Edmund 
Johns. 
Dec.—Thomas Jones to Elizabeth Wood—Edmund Johns. 
Dec.—William Jones to Nancy Hunter—Edmund Johns. 
Dec.—Thomas Moorman to Betsey Henry Terrell—Edmund 
Johns. 
Mar. 1—Samuel Fitch to J. McIvor—William Flowers, Jr. 
Aug. 30—Archibald Stony to Elizabeth Flowers—William 


Flowers, Jr. 
Dec. 25—Martin Rector to Sarah Martin—William Flowers, 
Jr. 


May 10—Matthew Esther to Mary Brown—Obadiah Edge. 

Apr. 29—James Denton to Patsey Crews—Obadiah Edge. 

Feb, 2—Joseph Butterworth to Doshy Talby—Henry Brown. 

Feb. 16—Robert Daniel to Sarah Reynolds—Henry Brown. 

Feb, 23—John Leslie to Elizabeth Terrell—Henry Brown. 

Apr. 26—John Trent to Candice Norvell—Henry Brown. 

Aug. 1—Bernard Finch to Sally Weber—Henry Brown. 

May 5—William Blake to Elizabeth Burton—William P. Mar- 
tin. 

Apr. 14—Peter Booker to Nancy Fowler—William P. Martin. 

Mar. 15—John Fleming to Jane Franklin—William P. Martin. 

May 15—James Mosely to Belinda R. Scott—William P. Mar- 
tin. 

Apr. 9—George Stoveale to Sarah Oglesvie—William P. Mar- 
tin. 

May 9—Russell Barracks to Polly Timberlake—Wm. P. Mar- 


tin. 














CAMPBELL COUNTY MARRIAGES 157 


Date Parties’ Name By Whom Celebrated 

1804 

Moorman Morgan to Amy Hatcher—William P. Mar- 
tin. 

June—Stephen Perrow to Dolley Coe—William P. Martin. 

Sept. 15—Simeon Johnson to Delilah Carroll—William P. 
Martin. 

Sept. 28—James Hines to Caroline D. Ramsey—William P. 
Martin. 

Oct. 30—William Rose to Alphin Scott—William P. Martin. 

Nov. 15—James Murey to Nansey Irvin—John Chappell. 

July 22—Samuel Flowers to Milly Thomas—James Denton. 

1805 

Jan.—Patrick Moore to Elizabeth Shearer—Edmund Johns. 

Mar.—Pleasant Roper to Judith Jones—Edmund Johns. 

Apr.—James Quisenberry to Mildred Moorman—Edmund 
Johns. 

Apr.—Robert Twedy to Susannah Roper—Edmund Johns. 

May—John Reed to Jane Nowell—Edmund Johns. 

May—Andrew Shearer to Nancy Adams—Edmund Johns. 


Aug.—Claiborne Fariss to —-——— Ratehen— 

Sept. 20—Williston Talbot, Jr. to Anna Shearer—Edtownd 
Johns. 

Jan. 9—James Robertson to Biddey E. Davis—William Flow- 
ers, Jr. 


Jan. 17—Thomas Fore to Martha Harris—Henry Brown. 

Jan. 29—Joshua Moore to Milly Eidson—Henry Brown. 

Mar. 28—Alexander Daniel to Nancy Carwile—Henry Brown. 

Jan. 14—David Fleming to Elizabeth Franklin—William P. 
Martin. 

Dec. 13—John Gordon to Agness Scott—William P. Martin. 

June 1—Benjamin Davis to Nancy Massacre—Little John 
Baldwin. 

Sept. 27—William Wilkerson to Catherine Franklin—Little 
John Baldwin. 

Aug. 19—Obadiah Steed to Peggy Shearer—Matthew Easter. 
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Date Parties’ Name By Whom Celebrated 

1805 

Aug. 19—William Staples to Betsey Wilmoth—Matthew Eas- 
ter. 

May 13—Daniel Foshur to Naomi Flowers—William Flow- 
ers, Jr. 

Oct. 30—John Lane to Sally McReynolds—William Flowers, 
Jr. 

Nov. 7—Obadiah Woodfin to Mary Martin—William Flow- 
ers, Jr. 

Dec. 13—Thomas Williams to Elizabeth Woodson—William 
Flowers, Jr. 

Dec. 19—Thomas North to Sarah Franklin—William Flow- 
ers, Jr. 


Dec. 28—John H. Plunkett to Elizabeth Sanders—William 
Flowers, Jr. 


1806 

June 10—Thomas Prater to Siller Johns—James Warner. 

Jan. 4—Richard Tyree to Mildred Douglas—William P. Mar- 
tin. 

Nov. 30—Thomas Murrell to Francis Truett—James Warner. 

Mar. 8—Elijah Brien to Ann S. Miller—John Chappell. 

Nov. 30—John Gregory, Jun. to Nancy Dobson—James War- 

—- eee. 

Feb. 6—Abner Davidson to M. Spicer—John Chappell. 

Nov. 30—Peter Gregory to Polly Dobson—James Warner. 

Apr. 24—Stephen Bradley to Margaret Dicky—John Chappell. 

Apr. 26—Samuel Dicky to Sarah Bradley—John Chappell. 

June 10—George Davidson to Nancy Taylor—William Flow- 
ers, Jr. 

Dec. 29—Samuel Staples to Judith Pendleton—William Flow- 
ers, Jr. 

Aug. 13—Reubin Poindexter to Sally McIver—Obadiah Edge. 

Oct. 19—John Hunter to Nancy Hunter—Obadiah Edge. 


(To be Continued) 
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KENNON LETTERS 


(Continued ) 





Mrs. E. B. KENNoN To CAROLINE MorbDECAI 
Richmond May 12th 1816 


Tho’ last not least beloved, my dear Caroline; your old 
friend has now seated herself to address you, with the con- 
sciousness that vanity may be imputed to her, in having an 
idea that one as ancient as she is, can be an agreeable corre- 
spondent to a youthful creature, young enough almost for her 
granddaughter, but as the wise king said, all is vanity; I 
suppose I am excusable for having a share of it; and a suffi- 
cient portion of it to make me hope a scrawl from me will be 
pleasing to you, I acknowledge I have. Were you one of the 
gay, and giddy votaries of pleasure; I should not think my 
frame of mind at this time, calculated to afford you amuse- 
ment in the epistolary way; for I feel not above par I assure 
you; altho’ I have no particular reason for a kind of ennui, 
I believe that is the way to spell it, which hangs about me, 
and which I have not exerted my energies sufficiently to shake 
off; but I flatter myself, alittle chit chat with you my sweet 
girl will produce that effect. I have not been very well this 
week ; which may be one reason that I am in the hum drums. 
But a better explanation of these megrims, you will doubt- 
less agree is my absence from one half of my worldly treasures, 
alias my children; they are scattered in various directions, 
and move in very different scenes; but I hope, and trust, they 
will play the parts allotted them on the great theatre of life 
in such manner, that the denouement may be so fortunate, as 
to make their anxious parent happy in witnessing their felicity ; 
and that when she sets off on that awful journey we must all 
sooner or later perform; she may be surrounded by every 
individual now so affectionately beloved. The Washington has 
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left Boston, and gone round to Annapolis to take Mr. Pinkney 
and his suit on board; in order to conduct them in style to 
Naples; my Beverley wishes they may be also directed to 
carry him to Russia; as he says he has a prodigious desire to 
see that part of the world; as I know not what would be best 
in that instance, I form no wishes; but pray for his safety, 
and bow with submission to the guidance of his Omnipoteent 
Guardian, Ruler and Protector. I had a letter from Sally 
yesterday ; she said Mr. Sinclair was still in Washington, where 
he had gone to lay his charts before the Navy Board; in order 
to know what they will determine; when he returns I shall 
know their resolutions relative to a permanent fixture; I shall 
be glad when they settle themselves once more; for it is dis- 
agreeable to all parties to be in the situation they now are. 
I imagine when our Hermitress once more gets into a cell of 
her own; it will be as difficult to get her out of it; as it was 
to remove the lady in the Farce of Comus, who was spell- 
bound; you know how close she kept within the limits of 
Hawkinsonia; and if she could find charms in that, merely 
because it was her home; a more alluring establishment, will 
doubtless keep here by her own fireside; so I fear I shall not 
have it in my power to display my charms to the beaux; for 
you know it will not be decorous for me to follow them abroad ; 
if they do not visit me at home; however I hope she will 
take into consideration that I am now seeking my fortune in 
the matrimonial way; and put it in my power to make a 
prudent choice, by letting me have a number to select from; 
but jesting apart; I am really anxious to sit myself quietly 
down in peace and content, and wait the return of my wan- 
derers at different times, from the far distant lands their pro- 
fessions may occasion them to visit; with a firm hope of a 
happy reunion; such as you witnessed in Warrenton. Ah, my 
Caroline, when shall I again be blessed? The Washington 
will soon I suppose spread her capacious bosom to the gale; 
and make her first attempt to cross the vast Atlantic; may 
prosperous breezes fill her sails, health attend her crew, and 
happiness await their return, to those most dear to them. My 
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poor George begins to look badly again; his pallid face shows 
that more sea air is necessary for him; he is still undetermined 
whether to continue in the Navy or not; inclination says no, 
health imperiously calls out yes. I know not which he will 
obey; and I feel a reluctance to advise, because I cannot tell, 
poor blind mortal as I am, what would be best. There are 
great preparations making, I fancy at your Uncle Marks’s, for 
the event about to take place in the family; I sincerely wish 
it may be productive of happiness to them all; but alas, mar- 
riage is such a lottery, that there is no certainty of drawing 
even a tolerable prize. I sometimes sit and moralize and 
wonder as I look over the way at the house, and all its comforts ; 
that there should be such a restlessness in human nature to 
change the scene of lifes busy stage; and leave a situation 
which has been strewed with roses, to encounter another in 
which we may only find thorns. Louisa is now going to leave 
her kind Father and Mother; whose tenderness she has ex- 
perienced from her birth; and forsaking the haunts of inno- 
cence and peace ; launch her barg on a turbulent ocean perhaps ; 
with a melancholy partner I have heard, whose remorse may 
render him, possibly not an agreeable companion over the 
rough road they have to travel together; but there is a chance 
in all things my Caroline; and I sincerely wish her lot may 
be more fortunate than the general impression on that subject 
appears to predict. Tell Ellen I am of her opinion; for from 
what I have heard of George Marks’s understanding, I sup- 
pose the anecdote I sent her, was one of the good natured 
fabrications, we so often hear of our acquaintances; and I 
only mentioned it to divert her a little. Give my love to her, 
and Rachel; and tell them they shall hear from me soon; and 
as I take you all in rotation, Rachels turn will come next; as 
to Solomon I give him my love, but I shall be etiquettish about 
writing, the gentleman must make the first advances. Mr. 
Drake arrived here a few days ago; and delivered the things 
committed to his care very safely, except the slab, which was 
broken in two; I am extremely sorry for it; but it cannot be 
undone, therefore we must make the best of it, and try to get 
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it mended. The bed Mr. Drake says he will take charge of, 
and bring it without an extra charge; therefore I had rather 
wait for a conveyance by his wagon, than any other; as we 
shall be put to no inconvenience if we do not get it for a month 
or two yet; but should Mr. Drake not come to this city again; 
inform me of it if you please; and I will direct him where to 
place it in Petersburg; so that I may get it in safety from that 
place; by ordering a boatman we can depend on; to call for it, 
and take it to Norfolk. Your dear brother and sister are both 
well; we expect Sam here this evening as he has promised 
George to come; and as I want to be ready to receive the beau ; 
I will request you to present me affectionately to your father 
and mother ; and beg you to accept the love of yours sincerely 


and truly 
E. B. Kennon. 


P. S. Dont you think if you had a duck, for every Drake 
mentioned above, you would have a pretty large flock? 
Miss Caroline Mordecai, 
Warrenton, 
North Carolina. 
Mail. 


Mrs. E. B. KENNoN To Miss RacHeEt MorpDEcal 


Richmond June 2nd 1816 


Are sickness, work in abundance, anxieties, and cogitations 
about my young midshipman; a sufficient apology for want of 
punctuality as a correspondent? If it is, your friend is ex- 
cusable my dear Rachel; for she can plead all those causes for 
her silence continuing so much longer than she wished or in- 
tended. I began a letter to you at least a fortnight ago; but 
the above reasons kept it in an unfinished state, and I determ- 
ined to let it become waste paper and begin another; for it 
seemed as much out of date, as its writer, for it mentioned 
bridal festivities which then were approaching; and now it is 
all over, and the bride has left her parental roof, to seek hap- 
piness under different auspices, and in a new way of life; and 
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to look up to her husband, instead of her father and mother 
for tenderness, attention, protection, and numerous &cs; she 
has hitherto been accustomed to. I sincerely wish she may find 
the state she has now entered into productive of as much fe- 
licity as the one she has quitted; but as the poet says, she has 
bound up for herself a weight of cares, and how the burden 
will be borne none knows; this we all certainly do my dear 
girl, when we marry, for it is a great lottery; and many blanks 
to a prize observation has convinced me there are. How 
strange it is then, that both sexes are so eager to run their 
necks into a noose, from which it is so difficult to extract it. 
But I suppose there is a fatality in it which we cannot avoid. 
The morning Louisa left town, she came to bid us farewell; 
I asked her how her Mama bore the approaching separation? 
she replied, she is very serious; I told her to tell Mrs. Marks, 
to think of me, and be satisfied; for an ocean would not roll 
between her daughter and her; but it would between two of 
my sons and me. What strange creatures my dear Rachel, are 
we frail inconsistent mortals; for the very same event will 
impress on our minds, the different sensations of regret, and 
pleasure ; these are precisely my feelings relative to my beloved 
sailors ; I am pleased and thankful, that they have been enabled 
to get into the line of life they wished, it is honourable, and 
may perhaps lead them to glory and renown; but still a mothers’ 
feelings will predominate, and make her sigh even at the ac- 
complishment of her wishes; tho’ it is not a repining sigh; but 
merely one of maternal solicitude and love, for objects so dear 
to my heart. My dearly loved wild William, left us in good 
spirits; highly elated with the idea of becoming one of the 
glorious defenders of his country; and anticipating all the 
pleasures of a nautical career; and seeing in his minds eye 
wondrous things to be met with in distant regions; most sin- 
cerely do I pray he may not be disappointed in his expec- 
tations ; but that he may always continue as fond of the pro- 
fession as he is now; for he has chosen the theatre, on which 
to act his part in the drama of life, and he must not withdraw 
himself from its arduous scenes, after having once entered; 
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as the time spent there will disqualify him for any other pur- 
suits. You must not suspect in the most remote manner, that 
you are all forgotten by your friend Sally; various occupa- 
tions have I doubt not kept her pen idle; for she writes very 
seldom to me; in her last epistle she informed me, that they 
had taken a house in Norfolk, and should settle permanently 
in that Montpelier of America. She only waits for her beds 
&c to commence housekeeping ; she declares; if there should be 
another war, and the enemy comes to her door, she never will 
quit her house again. William has also written me stating 
his happiness ; which would be perfect he says, did he not fear 
I would be unhappy about him; you see there will ever be a 
drawback on our felicity while we are sojourners in this world 
of trials. Oh, happiness our beings end and aim, good, pleas- 
ure, ease, content, whatever thy name; That something still 
which prompts the eternal sigh, For which we bear to live, or 
dare to die, Which still before us, yet beyond us lies; O’er- 
looked, seen double by the fool and wise. Certain it is my dear 
girl, that we never enjoy it in perfection; there is always an 
alloy ; something to prevent our being quite happy. My Lieu- 
tenant has likewise given me one of his acceptable favours; 
and as you have assured me that you like to read extracts from 
his letters, I will transcribe one paragraph for your amuse- 
ment ; first premising, that he has never been to Cape Henry 
until now, since he passed it a few days previous to the decla- 
ration of war. Thus he wrote. “We had a delightful pas- 
sage from Boston, tho’ not a very short one; and on the eve- 
ning of the 13th; made Cape Henry. How many fond recol- 
lections my dear Mother, at that moment arose in my mind; 
it is impossible for me to express my feelings; I thought of 
the various scenes I had witnessed, since I last bid it adieu; 
I had served my country through two wars; I had escaped the 
dangers of battle, and ship-wreck ; visited foreign lands, inland 
seas, and desolate islands ; I had stood by the grave of my once 
noble, generous, brave Commander; and after all, was per- 
mitted by the interposition of kind Providence, to return in 
safety to the arms of my Mother, and the place of my nativity. 
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At dark we anchored on the Horse Shoe, near the spot we came 
to in the Essex in 1811, on our return from Europe, when we 
brought in the very man we are now to carry out. As we 
turned our backs on Norfolk, I cast a melancholy look behind 
me and felt as on the former occasion, that I would give a 
great deal to visit; neither was Lamberts Point forgotten, nor 
the memorable farewell I took of you on its beach. I shall 
remember that I believe as long as I live.” Heaven bless the 
dear fellow my Rachel, and grant that he may revisit those 
scenes, many, many, many, times yet. I am in daily expec- 
tation of seeing the departure of the Washington announced in 
the papers. I always feel a pang on such occasions; but I will 
comfort myself again, as I have heretofore done, with a firm 
reliance on our great Guardian, whose goodness I have so 
often experienced, both on the ocean and Terra Firma. Give 
my love separately to all the family. I will pay my debts in 
the letter way as my occupations, and infirmities will permit 
me to do it. In the meantime assure Ellen that George sent on 
her letter to Joseph Myers, immediately on his reaching this 
city, and I doubt not it will be attended to by my dear Bev- 
erley. I began this scrawl with a question, I will conclude it 
with one; and ask you whether noise, company, interruptions, 
and a bad pen, will be a sufficient apology for such an abom- 
inable production? If not, I am sure you will rank me among 
horrid scribes ; and must say you have perused a terrible scrib- 
ble scrabble, from yours truly and affectionately 
E. B. Kennon. 


Present my compliments to Mr. Plunket. I suppose you 
have seen your Governours marriage in the papers. Has Caro- 
line Ruffin made her debut yet in the gay world? Sam and 
Judy talk of returning to Warrenton soon ; but I hope they will 
continue in Richmond as long as I do. 

Miss Rachel Mordecai, 
Warrenton, 
North Carolina. 


Mail. 
(To be Continued) 
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NOTES AND QUERIES 





THANKS 


I give grateful acknowledgment to all, who during my illness, have 
in any way aided in the work of my department, and I desire to give 
special thanks to our Assistant Secretary, Mrs. J. A. Johnston, with- 
out whose energy and ability the work could not have been done. 


W. G. Stanard. 





WALKER 


Wanted, information in regard to parents and ancestry of William 
Walker, who married, about the beginning of the Revolution, Drusilla 
Woodson, daughter of John Woodson, of Goochland County (later of 
Cumberland County), Virginia. This William Walker had two sons 
named Anselm B. and William Woodson Walker, who married, re- 
spectively, Susanna Walker and Mary B. Walker. 

Wanted, information in regard to parents and ancestry of John 
Walker, father of Susanna Walker, who married, 1809, Anselm B. 
Walker. This marriage took place in Henrico County, Va. Names 
of other children of John Walker desired. 

Wanted, the Scotch ancestry and other information of Alexander 
Montgomery (born in Edinburgh, Scotland), who married about 1776, 
Margaret, oldest child of Roderick O’Connor, of Nansemond County, 
Va. Alexander Montgomery had four daughters: Polly, who married 

Zimmerman, Elizabeth, who married Robert McKim, Jeanette, 
who did not marry, and Ann, who married (1) Peyton Lynch and (2) 


Benjamin Sutton. 
Miss Mary C. Dame, 


2300-A Park Ave., Richmond, Va. 





WILLIAM ROSS 


Wanted—All the information possible concerning Wm. Ross, immi- 
grant, Chester County, Pa., about 1730, killed by Indians, 1759, including 
maiden name and parentage of his wife, names of children, date of 
birth of his son, John, who married Deborah Johnston and died Fleming 
County, Kentucky, 1812; date of his marriage, birth date and parentage 
of his wife, date and place of birth of his daughter, Eleanor, who 
married Thomas Wallace. 

Also parentage of this Thomas Wallace, who did Revolutionary ser- 
vice, Westmoreland County, Pa., and moved to Mason County, Ken- 
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tucky, about 1790, and later to vicinity of Urbana, Ohio, where he died, 
1813. 

It is said that the Rosses and the Wallaces moved from Pennsylvania 
to Kentucky together and may have tarried in Virginia where William 
Ross had patented land south of the Potomac. 

W. R. Harney, 


P. O. Box 98, Jacksonville, Fla. 





WELBORN 


Information wanted about Welborn (Wilbourne, Welbourne, Wil- 
burn) family. James Welborn came to Jamestown 1610, had three sons. 
Wanted names of these sons, their wives and children, where they went 
from Jamestown. Please give dates. 

Mrs. Charles W. Stetson, 


Glencarlyn, Va. 





CALVERT 


John Calvert, of Maryland, a direct descendant of Leonard Calvert, 
who was born in 1692 and who died in 1739, located in Virginia, and m 
1711 married Elizabeth Harrison. Any information relative to Eliza- 
beth Harrison will be much appreciated. 

Mrs. H. O’B. Cooper, 


Alexandria, Va. 





THE WIFE OF THOMAS RANDOLPH OF TUCKAHOE 


There seems to have been some disagreement among the genealogists 
as to the name of the wife of Thomas Randolph, of Tuckahoe, 
second son and chi'd of William Randolph, of Turkey Island, and 
Mary Isham, his wife. Richard Channing Moore Page, in his gene- 
alogy of the Randolph Family contained in his book, The Page Fam- 
ily in Virginia, says (p. 235): “There appears to be some uncer- 
tainty as to who was the wife of Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe. 
According to the Rev. Philip Slaughter in his History of Bristol Par- 
ish, p. 214, she was a Miss Fleming. This corresponds with the state- 
ment made in Browning’s, Americans of Royal Descent, p. 298. On 
the other hand, Mrs. Ellen Wayles Randolph Harrison, of Edge Hill, 
Albemarle County, Virginia, states that her name was Judith Churchill, 
and that no marriage between Randolph and Fleming took place until 
a later period. Mrs. Harrison suggests, however, that I should apply 
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for correct information on this point to Wilson M. Cary, of Baltimore, 
Maryland. In reply to a letter from me on the subject, Mr. Cary 
wrote, under date of March 8, 1883, as follows: ‘In the conflict of 
authorities as to the wife of Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe, I have 
always accepted Richard Randolph’s account rather than that of John 
Randolph of Roanoke, because the former was a professed antiquary and 
more likely to be correct than the eccentric and erratic statesman who 
probably took no pains to verify his opinion by general research. There 
being no extracts from parish records, there is nothing left but to choose 
between their statements, aided by such corroborating testimony as one 
can obtain at this late day.’ The author of The Page Family con- 
cludes: ‘In view of this statement I shall assume that the wife of 
Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe was named Judith Churchill.’ In the 
manuscript notes on family genealogy, left to me by my grandfather, 
Robert Carter Randolph, M. D., of Millwood, Clark County, Virginia, 
the wife of Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe, is written: ‘Judith Church- 
ill’ without other authority than the positive statement which was usually 
sufficient in my grandfather’s day to defy contradiction. Wilson M. 
Cary’s opinion of the value of Richard Randolph’s standing as a pro- 
fessed antiquary, above, is not consistent with an appraisal contained in 
a letter which he wrote to my grandfather on July 10, 1878, in which 
he says: ‘ * * * * our antiquarian cousin, Richard Randolph, * * * 
was deeply imbued with the love of family lore, but sadly deficient in 
the critical faculty, without the appraisal of which to matters of this 
kind, genealogy becomes but a mass of fables’.” 

The authority of the Rev. Philip Slaughter does not appear to be 
conclusive, either, for in a letter addressed to my grandfather on August 
8, 1876, he says: “My Dear Doctor: I am preparing a new edition of 
my History of Bristol Parish, Petersburg, to which I propose to add 
brief notices of the families of some of the old vestrymen, among 
whom were Randolphs, Blands, Poythress, etc. Have you a Randolph 
genealogy? or can you tell me if there is any other than what is to be 
found in Bishop Meade and in Campbell? I have some difficulty ir 
identifying Henry Randolph, vestryman, of 1720. There was a Henry, 
son of Brett, who was the son of Richard Randolph and Jane Bolling, 
who married Lucy Ward and is said to have had four sons and eight 
daughters, but I know nothing of them. Can you enlighten me? Will 
you be so kind as to tell me your own descent as far back as you know?” 
This seems to be a confession of the Rev. Philip Slaughter’s own limi- 
tations as a genealogist and an acknowledgment of my grandfather’s 
authority. The Rev. Philip Slaughter’s handwriting is so bad as to 
almost defy transcription and the uncertainty as to the name of the 
wife of Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe, as well as many other un- 
certainties in the early records, is undoubtedly due to bad handwriting 
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and transcription. Wilson Miles Cary, in a letter written to my grand- 
father on May 30, 1884, says: “ * * * * This was probably well known 
to the earlier antiquarians of the family, but by careless transcribing 
and the wretched handwriting of nearly all the Randolphs I have come 
across, has become tangled up and finally confused beyond the power 
of unravelling.” In his letter to Richard Channing Moore Page, dated 
March 8, 1883, (supra) he assumes that there are no extracts from 
parish records, but the latter days have apparently disclosed them, for, 
William G. Stanard, Corresponding Secretary of the Virginia Historical 
Society, Richmond, Virginia, in writing to me under date of October 
12, 1931, says: “Thomas Randolph married (St. Peter’s Parish, New 
Kent, Register) on October 16, 1712, Judith, daughter of Charies Flem- 
ing. After the death of her first husband, she married in 1733, Nicholas 
Davies of Goochland County, and her trustees, in a settlement made 
before her second marriage, were John and Tarleton Fleming, her 
brothers.” 

The parish record appears to be conclusive that Thomas Randolph 
of Tuckahoe did marry Judith Fleming and that he lived with her until 
his death. Thomas Randolph was born about 1683 and would, therefore, 
have been twenty-nine years old when he married Judith Fleming, which 
leaves the possibility, at least, that he may have married Judith Churchill 
first. The record gives him only three sons and it is entirely possible 
that he might have had these out of a first wife in the period between 
his majority and the time when he married Judith Fleming, but if that 
is so it is passing strange that there were no fruits of the latter union. 





BLUNT, GREEN, ETC. 


Information is desired as to who was the father of John Blunt 
(whose daughter, Priscilla Sugars Blunt, married Davis Day in 1790?) 
Who was his wife? 

The father of Mary Green (who married Nathaniel Chambliss in 
1827?) 

Colonial service of Thomas Taylor, of Surry Co.? Will 1743. 

Father of Randolph Newsum? Who did he marry? Will 1819, 
Southampton Co. 

Father of James Wilson? Who did he marry? Will, March 28, 
1720, Isle of Wight Co. 

Father and mother of Ann Riddick? (Who married Solomon Wilson, 
1787, in Isle of Wight Co.?) 

Wife of George Wilson? Will 1758, Isle of Wight Co. 

Father of Benjamin Drew? Isle of Wight Co. 

Miss Georgie Wayne Day, 
1050 Park Ave., New York City. 
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BEVERLY-GILES-READ 


Wanted, information in regard to parentage and location of resi- 
dence in Virginia of the Gwynn Read, who had at least two sons, Bev- 
erly Giles Read, born about 1785, in Virginia, and died in Tennessee, 
1869, and Robert, born in Virginia, 1788, and died in Pennsylvania, 1861. 

Marriages among Beverly, Giles, and Read families seem to be in- 
dicated. 

These two boys, at an early age, ran away from their Virginia home 
because they objected to being apprenticed to a tanner. Robert went to 
Pennsylvania where he engaged in the fertilizer business, while Beverly 
went to Ohio and apprenticed himself to a tailor, and later engaged 
in the merchant tailoring business in Hartsville, Trousdale County, 
Tenn., where he died in 1869. 

He married twice, and by his first wife he had two daughters: Mary, 
born about 1825, who lived to be about ninety years of age; and 
Asenith. By his second wife he had eight children: William Giles, 
Alex Campbell, Thomas Benton, born 1841 and died 1900; Sam Louder- 
dale, Benjamin Stalker (named for his great grandfather, Benjamin 
Read, and for an old family friend in Tennessee, Dr, Stalker) ; Susan, 
Sallye Roche, Ann. 

Beverly Giles Read’s second wife was Elizabeth Young Wood (age 
14 at time of marriage), sister of Governor John Wood, of Illinois. 
Their third son was Thomas Benton Read, born 1841, in Tennessee, 
married in 1866 and died in 1900. His widow still lives in Tennessee, 
aged 84 years. They had eight sons and one daughter: Thomas Benton 
Read, Alex Campbell Read, James Seay Read, Alice Treadway, Ben- 
jamin Stalker Read (President of Southern Bell Telephone Co., of 
Atlanta, Ga.), Joseph Myer, Charles Smith, John Fite, and Frank 
Duffy. 

I shall be pleased to exchange valuable Read data pertaining to Col. 
George Read, of Virginia, for authentic Read, Beverly, or Giles data 
to establish the line of Ben. S. Read, of Atlanta, Ga., with that of Col. 
George Read, of Virginia. The Gwynn Read, father of Beverly Giles 
Read, was said to have been son of Benjamin Read, son of Col. George 
Read, but I cannot find any Beverly Giles Read among the sons of 
Gwynn Read, I. 

Gwynn Read, I, had a son named Gwynn, II, born 1740, who might 
have been the father of Beverly Giles Read, born 1785. 


Mrs. Anna Leland West (also a Read descendant), 
942 E. 15th St., North, 
Portland, Ore. 
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EVANS 


Want any information about ————— Evans and his wife (Ann) 
Cecelia Bradley Evans. They lived in Gallipolis, Ohio, where their son, 
Henry Bradley Evans, a steamboat captain, was born about 1800. Henry 
Bradley, brother of Cecelia, lived near Natural Bridge, Va. 

Mrs. D. C. Akers, 


181 Greenwood Ave., East Orange, N. J. 





CORRECTION 


In the Centennial Number (Vol. XXXIX, No. 4) should have ap- 
peared the following: Goodwin, Rev. Edw. L., Ashland, Va., 1914. 





CAPTAIN GRIFFIN FAUNTLEROY 


“This site was occupied by the first Virginia Cavalry under the com- 
mand of Lieutenant Colonel William Washington, Continental Line, and 
it was here Captain Griffin Fauntleroy, Ist Va Lt. Dragoons Cont’l. 
Line was mortally wounded on 15th March, 1781. Born September 28, 
1754, Northumberland County, Virginia.” 

The above is the inscription on the memorial recently erected by the 
writer in the Guilford Court House, Military Park, Greensboro, North 
Carolina. 

Captain Griffin Fauntleroy was the son of Captain Bushrod Fauntle- 
roy and his wife, Elizabeth Fouchee. His father was commissioned a 
Captain, Spotsylvania Foot, in 1755, in the French and Indian War. He 
was a planter and practiced law in Northumberland County, Virginia. 
The memorial stands about 300 yards west of the site of the old one 
room log cabin on the Salisbury Road, known as Guilford Court House, 
and is in the hollow about 150 yards northwest of a tall shaft monu- 
ment which has the following inscription, namely, “To the Marquis of 
Bretigny and Colonel William Washington, who with their North 
Carolina and Virginia Cavalry charged and ran through and over the 
2nd Queen’s Guards in the valley below”. 

To the west of the memorial is a monument to “Hon. Lieutenant 
Colonel Stuart of the 2nd Battalion of the Queen’s Guards, who was 
killed in this spot by Captain Jno. Smith of the Ist Maryland Regi- 
ment”. Captain Griffin Fauntleroy’s military record is as follows: 

Cornet in Captain John Belfield’s troop of the Ist Virginia Light 
Dragoons Continental Line (Lt. Col. A. W. White commanding), 11th 
Nov. 1777. 
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Lieutenant, 1st February, 1780. 

Captain, 14th April, 1780. 

Mortally wounded at Battle of Guilford Court House, 15th of March, 
1781, and died a few days later. 


Richmond, October 15th, 1780. 
To General Gates 
Sir: 

* . * * . . * 

Captain Fountleroy of the Cavalry gives me hope he shall imme- 
diately forward a very considerable supply of accoutrements for White’s 
and Washington’s Cavalry. He told me yesterday he had received one 
hundred and thirteen horses for that service from us. Besides these he 


had rejected sixty odd, after we had purchased them at 30£ a piece. 
* * * * * * * 


Thomas Jefferson, Gov. of Va. 


Richmond, March 21, 1781. 


To his Excellency the President of Congress. 
Sir: 


* x * * * * . 


The extreme negligence of our Stationed Expresses is no doubt the 
cause why as yet no authentic account has reached us of a general 
action which happened on the 15th inst. about a mile and a half from 
Guilford Court House between General Greene and Lord Cornwallis. 
Captain Singleton, an intelligent officer of Harrison’s artillery, who was 
in the action, is this moment arrived here and gives the general infor- 
mation that both parties were prepared and desirous for action. The 
enemy were supposed about 2500 strong. Our army about 4,000. That 
after a warm and general engagement of about one hour and a half, we 
retreated about a mile and a half from the field in good order, having 
as he supposed two or three hundred killed and wounded; That we lost 
four pieces of artillery; That the Militia as well as regulars behaved 
exceedingly well; That General Greene, he believes, would have re- 
newed the action the next day had it not proved rainy, and would renew 
it as soon as possible, as he supposes. That the whole of his Troops, 
both regular and Militia were in high spirits and wishing a second en- 
gagement: That the loss has fallen pretty equally on Militia and Reg- 
ulars: That General Stevens received a ball through the thigh. Major 
Anderson of Maryland was killed and Captain Barrett of Washington’s 
Cavalry. Captain Fauntleroy of the same cavalry shot through the 
thigh and left on the field. 
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Captain Singleton, having left Camp the day after the battle, does 
not speak for particular returns, none such having been made. I must 
inform your Excellency from him, till more regular application can 
reach you, that they are in extreme want of lead, cartridge paper and 


bread. 
* +. * + a + *- 
Thomas Jefferson, Gov. of Va. 
Guilford, April 2d, 1781. 
D Major 


Since my last we have had the misfortune of loosing your Capt 
Fantleroy—Barret is in a fair way to recover. Genl Stevens set off 
for Home to day. Nothing that I would urge could influence him to 
stay longer. Agreeable to Directions Walford and Gilder will be re- 
lieved tomorrow, and come to camp. The wounded at Perkins are all in 
a fair way of Recovery—the wounded at this Place will not recover 
so fast from the Badness of their wounds. Dr. Wallace has paid the 
greatest attention to them all and left nothing undone in his Power 
for their Relief, being desirous of remaining with Capt. Barret and 
the Hospital I have continued him, and hope it will meet the Govts. 
approbation. We are, both Hospitals, in the greatest want of Paper, 
hope you will have a ream sent us. Please to inform Clo. Williams 
that Capt. Davidson’s State of Health makes it necessary for him to visit 
the warm Springs, and that he is desires of going from thence to Mary- 
land, and remaining their until he knows what Regiment he will be 
arranged on. What will be done with these soldiers who have been 
receipted for and are recovered of their wounds. We shall have many 
of this class, while the Hospitals at Perkins are and will be well sup- 
plied with rations—but at this place I am afraid we shall suffer from 
the Ignorance, and Inaction of a Mr. Hunter appointed by Col. Daire 
to supply us with these articles—Hope to be at Camp in fortnight. 
wish you all immaginable success, and am, dear sir, your most obedient 
and humble servant. 

D. L. Browne 
You have 
Capt. Barret’s compliments. 


To Major Purie, 
Headquarters. 


It is interesting to note that the Battle of Guilford Court House was 
the third engagement during the last six months between the British 
and Americans which foreshadowed the successful ending of the war; 
Lord Cornwallis’ forces were so reduced and his failure to cause the 
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Tories to flock to his Standard so discouraged him that he abandoned 
the Carolinas. He proceeded to Virginia, to unite with the forces there 
of General Phillips and Benedict Arnold, to carry out his long cherished 
scheme of destroying the American forces in Virginia, and thus he 
thought end the war. 

He and Lt. Col. Tarlton knew but one way to fight the Americans, 
that was to rush on them with the bayonet and sword as soon as they 
saw them. Strategy and maneuver played but little part in their oper- 
ations, and thus the strength of their forces was recklessly thrown away. 

General Green had maneuvered his Army so that his position would 
be favorable to a general engagement as soon as he had received the 
expected reinforcements from Virginia and North Carolina, and that 
this action should take place on the ground he had several months pre- 
vious chosen, namely near Guilford Court House. These reinforcements 
were received on March 10th, 1781, and from his Camp at High Rock 
Ford on the Haw River, he marched on the 12th instant and reached 
his previously selected position on the 14th instant, on the high ground 
at Guilford Court House. On March 15th he was waiting the arrival 
of the British who had left their camp on the Deep River, and were 
reported to be at the Quaker Meeting House advancing on the Salisbury 
Road, 8 miles to the south. They promptly arrived and fiercely engaged 
the Americans, 15th day of March, 1781. The American forces were 
about 4,400 men of whom only 1,500 were veteran troops. 

The British were about 3,000 men, all veterans, of whom about 2,500 
were put into the action. 

The Americans reported a loss of killed, wounded and missing— 
among the Continentals, 10 officers, 312 N. C. O. and men. 

Among the Virginia Militia, 28 officers and 376 N. C. O. and men. 

Among the North Carolina Militia, 13 officers and 561 N. C. O. and 
men. 

The N. C. Militia except a part of a Battalion under General Eaton 
early fled from the field, throwing away their arms and equipment. 
Very few were killed or wounded. They went home. 

Total loss—51 Officers and 1,249 N. C. O. and men. 

The British loss in killed, wounded and missing was about 15 officers 
and 630 N. C. O. and men. 

The Americans lost their artillery and left their seriously wounded 
on the field. A heavy frost occurred that night and about 50 of them 
died from exposure. They retreated in good order about 3 miles and 
waited for the straglers to come up, then continued their retreat to 
Camp Speedwell, about ten miles from Guilford Court House on the 
triangular island between Troubleson Creek and Reedy Fork Creek. 

All the seriously American wounded fell into the hands of the British, 
who had about seventy of such cases among their own forces. All 
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these Americans and British wounded Lord Cornwallis left at Guilford 
when he suddenty withdrew his forces on the 18th instant to the south- 
east down the Cape Fear River to Wilmington, where he arrived on the 
7th of April. He had previously ordered supplies sent up from Char- 
leston. After resting his men, supplying and re-equipping them, he pro- 
ceeded on the 25th of April northward to Virginia, reaching Petersburg 
May 20th and there was met by the British forces in that State. 
P. C. Fauntleroy, 


Col. U. S. A., Retired. 





FITZHUGH NOTE 


When in Richmond, I noticed in The Virginia Magazine of History 
and Biography, Vol. IX, July, 1901, No. 1, a mistake in recording the 
death of my father, the late Dr. Philip Aylett Fitzhugh. You say in 
that issue that he died in October, 1878, and it should have been June 
7, 1908. He lived 30 years after you recorded his death. I hope you 
will make the correction. 

The Family Record Of Philip Fitzhugh, Of Caroline Co. Va. 
And 
Mary Macon Aylett Of King William Co. Va. 

(Copied from the old Fitzhugh Family Bible by Mrs. William Bullitt 

Fitzhugh, granddaughter of the above.) 


Died. 


Mrs. Mary Macon Fitzhugh, Octo. 6th 1836. 
Mr. Philip Fitzhugh, was born 1790 d. Dec. 21st 1836. 


Married. 


Philip Fitzhugh and Mary Macon Aylett were Married July 13th 
Anno Domini 1813— 

The ages of our dear children— 

Elizabeth Henry, born May 12th 1816. 

Patrick Henry born Dec 2nd 1818—(was killed in Civil War June 
17th 1864—at Petersburg, Va. 

Lucy Redd, born Octo 8th 1819. 

John Fitzhugh—born Dec 20th 1821. (died May 9th 1894) 

Philip Aylett born June 14th 1824—(died June 7th 1908) 

Child unnamed, born Jany 26th and died Feby 18th 1826 
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La Fayette Henry born May 9th 1829—died Aug. Ist 1905) 
Edwin, born May 9th 1830—(died in 1852) 
Thadeus, born March 15th 1835— 


Sons And Daughters Of John Fitzhugh Of King George Co. Va. And 
His Wife 
Lucy Fitzhugh—(Nee Redd) Of Caroline Co. Va. 


Dennis eldest son, Married a Cousin, Miss Clark—moved to Louis- 
ville Ky—Was afterwards Judge. 

Samuel Temple, married his Cousin Miss Fitzhugh near Balto. Md. 
Daughter of Col Fitzhugh—moved to Ky. 

Philipp Fitzhugh Remained in Va. and married Mary Macon Aylett 
of King William Co. Va. 

Lucy married Dr Hall and lived in St. Louis Mo. 

Alexander—went to Pike Co Missouri—married a Miss Carson. 

The above was written by my father, the late Dr. Philip Aylett Fitz- 
hugh, born June 14th, 1824, died June 7th, 1908. 

All of above records copied by Mrs. William Bullitt Fitzhugh, grand- 
daughter of Philip Fitzhugh, and Mary Macon Aylett. 

Mrs. Wm. Bullitt Fitzhugh, 
Machipongo, Va. 





VIRGINIA IN NEW ENGLAND RECORDS 
Roxbury, Mass., Land and Church Records, Boston. 


P. 87—19th 5, 1657. Mrs. Rebecca Burrows who came fro. Virginia 
yt she might enjoy God in his Ordin. in N. E. 


Boston Births, Baptisms, Marriages and Deaths 
1633-1699, Boston 1883 


P. 28. 1648—21 day 3d mo. John of Edward Harryson member of 
the Ch. at Virginia Bap. First Church. 

P. 30. 1649—28th day 8th mo. Elizabeth of Thomas Harryson 
Pastor of the Ch. at Virginia aged about 7 days (Bap. First Church). 

P. 51. 1655—John Speres master of the Barque May Flower; an in- 
habitant of Virginia deceased at Evan Thomas his house 25th—5th 
month. 

P. 52. 1655—Mr. Samuel Lee of Virginia & Elizabeth Bowland of 
Barton were married 2nd— 6th month by Capt. Humphrey Atherton. 
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ABSTRACTS OF THE WILLS OF RUSSELL COUNTY, VIR- 
GINIA, FROM 1803 TO 1860 


By Elihu Jasper Sutherland, Clintwood, Va. 
(Continued from Vol. XX XIX, p. 160) 
Wu Boox 6 (Cont.) 


DORTON, JOSEPH—dated July 22, 1850; beneficiaries: wife, 
Martha; children: Zachariah, Oliver, John, Elcana, Joseph, William, 
Mary Culberson, Edward, Unity Osborne; slaves mentioned: Susan and 
Hannah; executor: John Dorton (brother); signed by mark; wit- 
nesses: Wm. B. Aston, Wm. Fugate, John Dorton; probated August 5, 
1851, Russell County; page 328. 


COWAN, JOHN T.—dated November 22, 1831; beneficiaries: wife, 
Tabitha; other relatives: (mother, brothers and sisters mentioned but 
not named); slaves mentioned: Hannah, Isaac and Moses; executor: 
Tabitha Cowan (wife) named by testator, but she declined to act and 
the court appointed Vincent Jessee; witnesses: James P. Carrell and 
John Sewell; probated July 8, 1851, Russell County; page 329. 


WILSON, JOHN—dated ————,, 1848; beneficiaries: wife, Rhoda; 
children: Abner, “several children” (not named); executor: the court 
appointed Abner Wilson (son); signed by mark; witnesses: Henry D. 
Aston and James Samples; probated July 18, 1851, Russell County; 
page 331. 

STINSON, JOHN, SENR.—dated July 27, 1843; beneficiaries: wife, 
Rachel; children: (mentioned but not named); executor: the court ap- 
pointed Rachel Stinson (widow); witnesses: Isaac Fuller and Stephen 
S. Fuller; probated September 2, 1851, Russell County; page 335. 


BROWNING, WILLIAM, SENR.—dated October 14, 1851; bene- 
ficiaries: Francis A. Browning (son of brother Francis Browning, de- 
ceased), Melissa A. Browning (niece), James Browning (brother), 
Polly Munsey (sister), John Browning (brother), Wm. M. K. Brown- 
ing (niece), Mary Browning (niece, widow of William Browning), 
Wilson Browning (son of Mary Browning aforesaid), William Brown- 
ing (nephew—son of brother Francis Browning, deceased), William 
Jessee (nephew), Polly Jessee (niece—wife of Fleming B. Jessee) ; 
slave mentioned: “Phillis, a free woman of color whom I have liber- 
ated ;” executor: Robert Johnson, Jr.; signed by mark; witnesses: James 
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P. Carrell and Sarah A. Browning; probated November 4, 1851, Russell 
County; page 339. 


HONAKER, NICHOLAS—dated February 5, 1852; beneficiaries : 
wife, Any; children: (mentioned but not named) ; executor: Thomas B. 
Davis; witnesses: H. D, Aston and C. C. S. Aston; probated April 6, 
1852, Russell County; page 366. 


BOWMAN, BARNETT—dated January 18, 1852; beneficiaries: wife, 
Elizabeth; child: Barnett Alfred; executor: James McCoy; signed by 
mark; witnesses: Alfred Stanley and Charles Hibbitts; probated April 
6, 1852, Russell County; page 367. 


KISER, JOHN—dated February 14, 1852; beneficiaries: wife, Nancy; 
children: Andrew, John, James, Lafayette, Harvey, Margaret, Vina, 
Prisca, Nancy Kelley, Matilda Smith, Polly Kelley; other relatives: 
James Kelley (son-in-law), Harvey, Mary and Franky Stone (three 
grandchildren) ; executor: Edward D. Kernan; witnesses: Abraham 
Childress and Nimrod Kiser; probated May 4, 1852, Russell County; 
page 370. 


MUNSEY, NATHANIEL—dated March 29, 1852; beneficiaries: 
wife, Hannah; Alley ( a servant) given her freedom; executor: Hannah 
Munsey (widow) ; witnesses: Sam’l Robinson and Hiram F. Robinson; 
probated June 8, 1852, Russell County; page 372. 


JONES, JOHN—dated March 29, 1852; beneficiaries: children: 
George and James; other relatives: John Henry Hess and Nancy Jane 
Hess (grandchildren—children of his daughter Lydia Hess, deceased) ; 
executor: George Jones (son); signed by mark; witnesses: James A. 
Gilbert and James R. Carrell; probated June 8, 1852, Russell County ; 


page 373. 


HENDRICKS, AARON—dated August 10, 1852; beneficiaries: chil- 
dren: Sally W. Hanson, Andy F., and Aaron L.; executors: Aaron L. 
and Andy F. Hendricks (sons) ; witnesses: Robert Boyd, E. D. Kernan, 
Wm. Cromwell and James S. Browning; probated September 7, 1852, 
Russell County; page 391. 


(Continued) 





ell 


' 





GENEALOGY 179 


GENEALOGY 





THE PENDLETON FAMILY 
By Mrs. Katherine Cox Gottschalk, Washington, D. C., and 
Major John Bailey Calvert Nicklin, Chattanooga, Tenn. 


(13). Philip Pendleton, son of James Pendleton (1702-1763), was 
born about 1745 and died about 1811. He, having resigned as Lay 
Reader in 1780, moved from St. Mark’s Parish, Culpeper Co., where 
he had been Clerk of the Vestry in 1771, to Pittsylvania Co., where 
his name appears on the Tax List for 1785 when ten white people were 
listed with him. He married, in 1766, Martha Awbrey, daughter of 
Chandler Awbrey, of Westmoreland Co. According to family tra- 
ditions he was a captain in the Revolutionary War. 


Issue: 


(13a). I. James, who married Sarah Bell. 
II. Robert. 
III. Elizabeth, who married James Motley. 





IV. Martha, who married Watson. 
V. Philip. 
VI. Rebecca, who married Short. 





(13b). VII. Coleman, who married Martha Gilbert. 
VIII. Gabriel, who married, May 16, 1786, Margaret Williams 
(Augusta Co. Marriage Bonds).* 
IX. Joseph.(?) 
X. Henry.(?) 


(13a). Col. James Pendleton, son of Philip and Martha (Awbrey) 
Pendleton, was born about 1767 and died in 1841; he married, Feb. 7, 
1788, Sarah Bell, daughter of James Bell, of Staunton, Va. They later 
moved to Kentucky and died there. 


Issue: 


I. James Coleman, who was born in 1793 and died Feb. 22, 
1855; he married Susan 
Issue: 





1. William D. 
2. James P. 
4. Mary Jane, who married Walter B. Brooks. 





* She was a daughter of Moses Williams who died in 1791. (Augusta 
County Records). 
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5. Susan. 
6. Albert. 
7. Hannah. 
8. John. 


Robert. 

Alfred. 

Singleton. 

Joseph. 

David H. 

Dorcas. 

Harriett. 

Patsy Awbrey, who was born March 1, 1798, and died 
May 15, 1830; she married, Jan. 24, 1822, Stephen Lewis 
Hite (1799-1828). 

Margaret Malinda. 

Edmund Gaines. 

Minerva Jane. 

William Clayton. 


(13b). Coleman Pendleton, son of Philip and Martha (Awbrey) Pen- 
dleton, was born in Culpeper Co., Va., Aug. 4, 1780, and died in Talla- 
poosa Co., Ala., May 31, 1862; he married, June 6, 1808, Martha Gil- 
bert (who was born May 31, 1789, and died Aug. 6, 1874), daughter of 
Capt. Benjamin Gilbert of the Revolutionary War and his wife, Han- 


nah Butler. 
\ i 

II. 

(13c). III. 


(13d). 


IV. 


Issue: 
Louisa Emily, who was born in 1809; she married Joseph 
Oliver. 
William Robert, who was born March 9, 1811, and died 
July 7, 1841; he married, April 2, 1835, Marion Jordan 
(1818-1892), daughter of Thomas and Priscilla (Apple- 
white) Jordan. 
Issue: 
1. Emily Jane, who was born April 27, 1836; she mar- 
ried James Gaines. 
2. Anna, who was born Aug. 13, 1837, and died in 1880; 
she married Rowland Brown. 
3. Philip Coleman, who was born Dec. 17, 1838, and died 
in 1840. 
4. Mary Louisa, who was born Oct. 9, 1840, and died 
July 9, 1841. 
Philip Coleman, who married Catherine Sarah Melissa 
Tebeau. 


Edmund Monroe, who married Sarah Jane Thomas. 
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(13c). Philip Coleman Pendleton, son of Coleman and Martha 
(Gilbert) Pendleton, was born Nov. 17, 1812, and died June 19, 1869; 
*e served in the Army during the Indian Wars in Florida. He was 
‘4ajor, 50th Georgia Regiment, C. S. A. Failing health led to his re- 
tirement and he engaged in agricultural pursuits. In 1867 he estab- 
lished the “Southern Georgia Times” and published this paper until 
his death. He married, Nov. 23, 1841, Catherine Sarah Melissa Te- 
beau (who was born May 28, 1822, and died May 12, 1889), daughter 
of Frederick Edmund and Hulda (Lewis) Tebeau. 


Issue: 


I. Edmund Tebeau, who was born April 6, 1843, and died 
Oct. 1, 1846. 
(13e). II. William Frederick, who married Mary Lawson Young. 

III. James Aubrey, who was born Dec. 2, 1846, and died ,un- 
married Oct. 18, 1881. 

IV. Philip Coleman, who was born July 25, 1848, and died, 
unmarried, Sept. 10, 1870. 

(13f). V. Charles Rittenhouse, who married Sarah Peeples. 

VI. Emily Tebeau, who was born Dec. 30, 1852, and died, 
unmarried, in 1914. 

(13g). VII. Alexander Shaw, who married Susan Parramore. 
VIII. Mary Zella, who was born June 29, 1857. 

IX. Louis Beauregard, who was born April 21, 1861. Author 
of numerous serials, short stories, juveniles, novels, etc., 
including the Life of Alexander H. Stephens for the 
American Crises Biography Series. 

(13h). X. Nathaniel Dandridge, who married twice. 


(13d). Edmund Monroe Pendleton, son of Coleman and Martha 
(Gilbert) Pendleton, was born March 19, 1815, and died Jan. 26, 
1884; he married, Nov. 27, 1838, Sarah Jane Thomas (who was born 
March 22, 1818, and died July 10, 1892), daughter of the Rev. Micajah 
and Elizabeth Anne (Turner) Thomas. He graduated from the South 
Carolina Medical College in 1837 and began to practice in Sparta, 
Ga. For many years he was prominently identified with the develop- 
ment of agriculture and agricultural science in the South. He orig- 
inated the Pendleton Formula for the manufacture of fertilizers, was 
the first to use animal matter as plant food, and he, with his son, 
William Micajah Pendleton, was the first to grind cotton seed cake 
into meal and use it as an ingredient in the manufacture of ferti- 
lizers. He was also the first to develop the fact that phosphoric acid 
and nitrogen were the two plant constituents that are first exhausted 
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from the soil by cereal and cotton culture. He held the chair of Ag- 
riculture and Horticulture at the University of Georgia from 1872 
to 1877. Dr. Pendleton was also a poet and an author as well as a 
scientist, being the author of the celebrated “Melancthon” papers in 
the days of the Know Nothings. 


I. 


II. 


III. 


IV. 


V. 


VI. 


VII. 


Issue: 


Mary Louise, who was born Sept. 3, 1839, and died Dec. 
Dec. 15, 1839. 

Adeline Marian, who was born Oct. 17, 1840, and died 
Sept. 28, 1840. 

Eliza Anne, who was born Nov. 9, 1841, and died Oct. 
1, 1842. 

Emily Augusta, who was born Dec. 26, 1842, and died 
Oct. 26, 1843. 

Edmund Monroe, who was born June 22, 1845, and died 
March 13, 1861. 

Philip Thomas, who was born Dec. 13, 1847, and died 
Feb. 20, 1892; he married, April 6, 1870, Martha Anne 
Nelson, daughter of Samuel Austin and Anna Maria 
(Mallory) Nelson. 


Issue: 


1. Philip Nelson, who was born July 26, 1871; he mar- 
married, July 14, 1894, Ella Bonnell. 

2. Maria Gertrude, who was born Nov. 24, 1873, and died 
Feb. 15, 1874. 

3. Sarah Jane Thomas, who was born April 16, 1875; she 
married, Nov. 18, 1896, Richard M. Eubanks. 


William Micajah, who was born Aug. 29, 1849; he mar- 
ried, Nov. 9, 1870, Elizabeth Talmadge, daughter of 
Thomas R. and Amanda (Goodwin) Talmadge. 


Issue: 


1. William Talmadge, who was born Oct. 12, 1871. 

2. Edmund Monroe, who was born in 1873 and died in 
infancy. 

3. Cornelia Chisolm, who was born in 1875 and died in 
infancy. 

4. William Micajah, who was born in 1877 and died in 
infancy. 

5. Charles Micajah, who was born Jan. 7, 1879; he served 
in the Spanish-American War and was later lieu- 
tenant in the 29th Infantry, U. S. Army. 
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6. Elizabeth Talmadge, who was born in 1883 and died 
in infancy. 

7. Helen Newsome, who was born Aug. 13, 1885. 

Susan Francina, who was born July 24, 1851; she mar- 
ried, July 22, 1885, Llewellyn Hudson Muse, of Atlanta. 
James Coleman, who was born May 28, 1853, and died 
Aug. 25, 1929; he married, Dec. 20, 1877, Bertha Eugenia 
Swift, daughter of Richard L. and Anna (Triskett) Swift. 


Issue: 


1. Bertha Ernestine, who was born Sept. 14, 1878, and 
died Dec. 28, 1878. 

2. James Coleman, who was born Oct. 24, 1880, and died, 
unmarried, Feb. 26, 1920. 

3. Susan Eugenia, who was born Aug. 29, 1883; she 
married, April 2, 1903, George Herbert Phillips and 
they live in Atlanta. 

Issue: 
(1). George Herbert Phillips, Jr., who was born Feb. 
24, 1905. 
(2). Susie Louise Phillips, who was born March 16, 
1908, and died Jan. 12, 1914. 
(3). Edmund Pendleton Phillips, who was born Oct. 
6, 1916. 

Francis Rittenhouse, who was born Aug. 25, 1854, and 

died Sept. 28, 1855. 

Nathaniel Aubrey, who was born Feb. 12, 1856, and died 

May 12, 1857. 


(13e). William Frederick Pendleton, son of Philip Coleman and 
Catherine Sarah Melissa (Tebeau) Pendleton, was born March 25, 
1845, and died Nov. 5, 1927; he married, May 27, 1872, Mary Lawson 
Young, daughter of Remer and Mary Barry (Wyche) Young. 


I. 


II. 


III. 


IV. 


V. 


Issue: 


Augusta, who was born March 11, 1873; she married 
twice: firstly, in 1899, Dr. Madison Cooper (1873-1910) ; 
and, secondly, in 1912, the Rev. Reginald William Brown. 
Luelle, who was born Jan. 4, 1875; she married, in 1903, 
Robert Beebe Caldwell. 

Venita, who was born May 10, 1878; she married, in 
1930, Paul Carpenter. 

Amena, who was born July 12, 1881; she married, in 
1930, Dr. Oliver Sloan Haines, of Philadelphia. 

Freda, who was born March 28, 1883. 
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VI. Korene, who was born April 8, 1885; she married, in 
1908, William Beebe Caldwell, brother of Robert Beebe 
Caldwell (supra). 

VII. Constance, who was born March 5, 1887. 

VIII. Eloise, who was born June 10, 1889. 

IX. Wertha, who was born Jan. 18, 1891; she married, in 
1918, Robert McFarland Cole. 

X. Alan, who was born July 1, 1893; he married, May 30, 
1921, his cousin, Marion Childs Pendleton (q. v.). He 
is major of Infantry, U. S. Army, and served with the 
A. E. F. in the World War. 


Issue: 
1. Philip Coleman, who was born March 4, 1922. 
2. Lawson, who was born July 23, 1925. 
3. Anne, who was born March 20, 1930. 


(13f). Charles Rittenhouse Pendleton, son of Philip Coleman and 
Catherine Sarah Melissa (Tebeau) Pendleton, was born June 26, 
1850, and died Jan. 16, 1914; he married, Nov. 26, 1878, Sarah Peeples, 
daughter of Richard Augustus and Sarah (Camp) Peeples. He was 
the distinguished editor of the Macon “Telegraph” for many years. 
He was also president and manager of the company; in 1898 he pur- 
chased the property and assumed full control of this influential news- 
paper. In 1882-3 he was a member of the Georgia Legislature and in 
1896 a delegate to the Democratic National Convention. In 1904 he 
was delegate-at-large from Georgia to the Democratic National Con- 
vention and a member of the notification committee. He was a life 
member of the Board of Education of Bibb County, Ga. 


Issue: 

I. Catherine Peeples, who was born Sept. 12, 1880, and died 
June 25, 1881. 

II. Mary, who was born May 29, 1882, and died May 29, 1882. 

III. Charles Rittenhouse, who was born May 15, 1883; he 
married, in 1912, Ruth Hicks. 

IV. Luelle, who was born Sept. 26, 1885; she married, in 
1913, Curtis Kejlar Hicks. 

V. Philola, who was born Nov. 15, 1887; she married, in 
1914, Leonard Gyllendaal, of Bryn Athyn, Pa., son of 
Baron L. Gyllendaal, of Stockholm, Sweden. 

VI. William Edmund, who was born Dec. 27, 1889; he mar- 
ried, Oct. 1, 1914, Stella Roberts, of Valdosta, Ga. 


Issue: 


1. William Edmund, who was born Nov. 5, 1915. 
2. Charles Roberts, who was born Nov. 5, 1921. 





in 
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VII. Carita, who was born Jan. 13, 1892; she married, in 
1917, Richard de Charnes. 

VIII. Vida, who was born Jan. 1, 1894; she married, in 1915, 
Johr B. Gyllendaal, of Chicago, son of Baron Gyllendaal 
(supra). 

IX. Louis Alexander, who was born Aug. 9, 1896. 
X. Zera, who was born May 8, 1898; she married, in 1922, 
George Marsella Nottingham. 


(13g) Alexander Shaw Pendleton, son of Philip Coleman and Cath- 
erine Sarah Melisse (Tebeau) Pendleton, was born in Sandersville, 
Va, March 17, 1855, and died in Valdosta, Ga., April 13, 1925; he 
married, Nov. 10, 1881, Susan Parramore, daughter of Noah and 
Susan Catherine (Dasher) Parramore, of Valdosta. He was a prom- 
inent citizen of Valdosta for many years. 


Issue: 


I. Philip Coleman, who was born Dec. 21, 1882; he married, 

April 25, 1906, Sue Hope Corner. 
Issue: 

1. Catherine Sarah, who was born April 24, 1907; she 
married, Sept. 16, 1930, Lt. Thomas Gordon Cranford, 
Assistant Military Attaché, Tokyo, Japan. 

2. Elizabeth Hope, who was born Dec. 2, 1909. 

3. Sue Corner, who was born Oct. 10, 1912. 

II. Bessie Parramore, who was born Oct. 18, 1884; she mar- 
ried, Aug. 23, 1920, Judge Albert Johnson Little, of Val- 
dosta. 

III. Gertrude Adala, who was born March 11, 1887, and died 
Dec. 2, 1925; she married, Nov. 1, 1911, Charles T. Har- 
rell (who died Dec. 3, 1930). 

IV. Albert Sidney, who was born Aug. 7, 1888; he married, 
Nov. 17, 1923, Helen Brown Thomas. 


Issue: 
1. Albert Sidney, who was born March 15, 1925. 
2. William Frederick, who was born April 13, 1927. 
V. William Frederick, who was born Dec. 3, 1889; he mar- 
ried, April 9, 1913, Clyde Frances Thomas. 
VI. Francis Key, who was born May 30, 1891, and died July 
5, 1911. 
VII. Alexis Runette, who was born Oct. 1, 1894. 
(13h). Nathaniel Dandridge Pendleton, son of Philip Coleman and 
Catherine Sarah Melisse (Tebeau) Pendleton, was born Feb. 19, 1865. 
He is Bishop of the General Church of the New Jerusalem, with con- 
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gregations in the United States, Canada, England, France, the Neth- 
erlands, Belgium, Sweden, Brazil, Natal and Australia. He is also 
President of the Academy of the New Church, Bryn Athyn, Pa. He 
married twice: firstly, April 8, 1889, Cornelia Vosburg (who was 
born Dec. 17, 1869, and died Jan. 24, 1891); and, secondly, Aug. 30, 
1899, Beatrice Walton Childs, daughter of Walter Cannon and Edith 
(Smith) Childs. 
Issue (by first marriage) : 
I. Ora Cornelia, who was born Jan. 7, 1891. 
Issue (by second marriage) : 
I. Philip Childs, who was born July 3, 1900; he married, 
June 18, 1925, Doris Glenn. 


Issue: 


1. Glen, who was born March 28, 1925. 
2. Dandridge, who was born July 7, 1927. 
3. James Lowrie, who was born March 11, 1931. 
II. Marion Childs, who was born July 24, 1901; she married, 
May 30, 1921, her cousin, Major Alan Pendleton (q. v.). 
III. Jean Lowrie, who was born April 3, 1905; she married, 
June 28, 1925, Samuel Croft. 
IV. Willard Dandridge, who was born April 7, 1908. 
V. Nancy Tebeau, who was born Aug. 13, 1917. 


(14). Philip Pendleton, son of Henry and Mary (Taylor) Pendle- 
ton, was born in 1704 and died in 1778; he married 
The name of his wife has been suggested as Martha Ruffin, but of 
this there is no proof. According to the Bible of Judge Edmund 
Pendleton, his brother, Philip Pendleton had five daughters. Since 
this is stated in the Judge’s handwriting, there can be no doubt of 
it. The Philip Pendleton who had 15 children (if there really were 
such a Philip!) was evidently another Philip. The names of the 
five daughters of Philip Pendleton (1704-1778) have not certainly been 
identified; one record names them as: Mrs. Croxton, Mrs. Perryman, 
Mrs. Walker, Mrs. Minor and Mrs. Gaines. 


Issue: 


I. Mary, who has been confused with the Mary Pen- 
dleton who married Edmund Waller. 

II. Martha, who has been confused with the Martha Pen- 
dleton who married Massey Thomas. 

III. Mildred. 

IV. Judith. 

V. Jemima, who married her first cousin, Richard Gaines 
(d. 1805). 
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RICHARD FitzHuGH, feoffe of Roger Hunt of (Inq. P. M. 
Exchq. series 11, 13/7) Chawsten 20 Nov. 1516. Witness to will 
of Elizabeth Hunt, widow, 7 March 1519/20. 

(Will of Elizabeth Hunt, Archdeaconry of Bedford, fol. 157.) 
of Eaton Secon, Gent 1534 (Subsidy Roll 26 Henry VIII 71/118 

Do Do. 154i Subsidy Roll 33 Henry VIII 71/132 
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undated pr 5 Nov. 1579 Barfc 
ister for 1576-80. 


NICHOLAS 
m. Ist, Grace, d. of Ridard 
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JouN WILLIAM, FRANCIS 


unmarried. 





HENRY 
bapt. at St. Paul’s Bedford, 28, Ap. 1650. 


All this generation are vouched for by a pedigree drawn up by William Fitzhugh, 
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the Herald’s Visitation of the city of London dated (the copy) 25 August 1877 & int 
sion. At that time the statement that John Fitzhugh of Barford was the fourth son « 
Fitzhugh of Wilden was in considerable doubt but now it is abundantly proved by the « 
referred to in the above pedigree. On this extract the arms are depicted in ¢ 
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Cor. WILLIAM FitzHuGH=SARAH TUCKER 
The “Immigrant” living in Virginia. 
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4. €e.—at the time the said Mr. William 


V. C. A. FirzuuGu, 
Jan. 25, 1932 


| 


RoBertT, —— May, d. of 
corresponded Philip 
with “The Collyer 


Immigrant.” 


WILLIAM FitznuGi 
Stationer 
who registered 


the pedigree 
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THE FITZHUGH FAMILY* 


By Victor C. A. FitzHucu, 
Wensley Rectory, Leyburn, Yorkshire, England. 





The family of Fitzhugh in England, of which I write, had 
its original home in Bedfordshire and I cannot state too clearly 
that it is now definitely proved that there is no connection 
whatever between the Fitzhughs of Bedfordshire and those of 
Yorkshire. The Baronial family of Fitzhugh in Yorkshire is 
extinct. They only assumed the surname of Fitzhugh some 
time after it had been assumed by the Fitzhughs of Bedford- 
shire. 

In 48 Ed. III. “Ing. taken at Bedford the jury find that 
William Fitzhugh, under the name of William Fitz Richard, 
granted 1 messuage, 100 acres of land to John his son & 
Elizabeth his wife and to the co-heirs of the bodies of John 
& Elizabeth. Elizabeth murdered her husband John & the 
lands were taken into the King’s hand. Elizabeth is now dead 
without issue. Richard Fitzhugh is son & next heir of the 
said William.” The date of the deed is 1374 (Ing. P. M. Ed. 
III, file 237, No. 25). The charter referred to was evidently 
granted a good many years before, some time in the earlier 
years of the century, so that we see that the surname of Fitz- 
hugh was in use by the family at that early date. 


In 1358, viz sixteen years before the above mentioned Inq. 
P. M., “Monday Feast of St. Nicholas Ing. at Leys Co. Gloucs. 
after the death of Nicholas (son of William) Gamage, who 
died Wedy. after the Purification 32 Ed. III, leaving 3 daus. 
& coheirs, the youngest Elizabeth aged 7 & now the wife of 
John Fitzhugh of Co. Bedford.” This was evidently Eliza- 
beth, the murderess, and the original charter of William Fitz- 
hugh was issued some time prior to 1358. 





* The printing of the Fitzhugh chart and other records is presented 
at the request of the Editor, by Messrs. Henry Fitzhugh, of Coburn, 
Canada, and Carter H. FitzHugh, of Chicago, III. 
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Another proof of the early use of the surname Fitzhugh is 
to be found in a deed. “Monday after Ascension. 32 Ed. III, 
viz 1358. Proof of ages of Wm. Bullock, etc. Evidence of 
Nicholas Fitzhugh aged 34 that he had a son John born 
feast of St. Hilary (14 Jan) after the birth of John de Stepyng, 
who was 21 at the feast of St. Mathew (21 Sept.) last.” The 
son John was born then about 1339. The surname was evi- 
dently in use then in 1339. 

The Manor of Beggary in Eaton Socon was in the posses- 
sion of the family for a long period. In 1454 it held Beggary 
(Cal. Patent Rolls, 1452-6, p. 196). (See also ditto, 1475-85, 
p. 291). It was finally disposed of by Richard Fitzhugh III, 
grandson of Richard (brother of Thomas of Wavenden and 
William of Wilden; see pedigree) in 1572 when he sold it to 
Walter Luke. It seems certain that the elder branch of the 
Fitzhughs deserted Bedfordshire and migrated to Oxfordshire. 
Thomas Fitzhugh, of Walcott, Co. Oxon. (who was aged 30 
and more 7 July 1602) died Oct. 8, 1613, leaving Roger Fitz- 
hugh, his brother and heir, aged 30 and more. Thomas married 
Elizabeth, widow of John Shelton, of Co. Norfolk, and dau. 
of Edward, 3d Lord Cromwell. 

Richard Fitzhugh III, father of Thomas and Roger, died 
23 April 1602. He m. Elizabeth, dau. of John Gifford, of 
Ichell. His father, Richard II, of Beggary, married Frances, 
dau. of —— Wyatt, of Co. Kent (as stated in Visitation 
Oxon. but most likely by mistake, as it is almost certain 
that she was a Wyatt, of Eaton Socen. The name Wyatt was 
very prominent in Eaton Socon in which parish Beggary lay). 

His father, Richard I, was the Richard Fitzhugh, of Eaton 
Socon in the following pedigree. His branch had evidently 
died out before 1632. 

It is almost certain though not definitely proved that the 
parents of Richard F., of Eaton, of Thomas F., of Wavenden, 
and of William F., of Wilden, were Thomas Fitzhugh, senior, 
and Christine (Maydbury), his wife, who in 1505 are men- 
tioned in a quit claim of lands in Wilshamstead. I am inclined 
to think that this Thomas Fitzhugh was the Thomas Fitzhugh, 
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senior, who in 1524 acquired property in Wavenden and other 
places, including Wilshamstead. 

Thomas Fitzhugh, of Wavenden, who made his will in 1551 
mentions that his brother Richard had made claim to a parcel 
of ground in Wavenden and had been compensated. This 
claim must have been derived from some predecessor and as 
likely as not from his father. 

The descent from William Fitzhugh of Wilden his third 
brother is plain and every step is proved by documentary evi- 
dence. I give a pedigree showing how the Fitzhughs of Amer- 
ica are descended from him 
and also the descent of our 
own branch in England. 


The arms of the family 
are as follows: “Quarterly, 
1 and 4 ermine, on a chief 
gules, three martlets or 
(Fitzhugh). 2 and 3 ar- 
gent three chevrons sable 
each charged with a bez- 
ant.” 

These are the arms as re- 
corded in the Visitation of 
Bedford, 1566, and allowed 
to me on Jan. 17, 1930. 








1. Writtram FitzHuca, of Wilden, married Catherine Bill, 
had two brothers (elder), Richard Fitzhugh, of Eaton, and 
Thomas Fitzhugh, of Wavenden. The issue of the former 
died out in the 3rd generation. 

William and Catherine had five sons: 

William, Thomas, Nicholas, John, and Robert, and four 
daughters: Mary, Cicely, Jane and Anne (vide will of 
Thomas Fitzhugh, of Wavenden, dated 12 June 1551, 
pr. 21 Oct. Oct. 1552, ing. p. m. 14 Oct. 1552, Court 
of Wards, 6/83). 
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2. The fourth son, Joun Fitznucu, of Barford, in his will 
pr. 5 Nov. 1579, mentions his wife Amy and five children. 
His wife to be sole executrix, brothers William and Robert to 
be supervisors. 

He married Amy Negus, d. of Henry Negus, of Shelton. 
She married 2ndly her cousin, William Negus, of Bedford. 
(Her will pr. at Northampton, Bedford Archdeaconry, bundle 
pr. 1626-27, No. 101). 


They had four sons and one daughter: 


Henry m. and had issue (will pr. 8 Oct. 1632, Bedford 
Archd., 1632-33, No. 51). 


William, bapt. 21 June 1570 at Barford. Executor to 
brother John. P. C. C. 80 Huddleston. Plaintiff in Star 
Chamber, 1609. (Star Chamber Proceedings James I, 
108/1). In Chancery 1614; defendant 1622/3 & 1626. 
Will 9 Jan. 1632/3; codicil undated. Pr. 7 Aug. 1633. 
Archdeaconry of Bedford 1632-3. No. 155. Mentions 
his wife and all the children mentioned in his mother’s 
will. M. 6 Sept. 1608. (Pedigree at College of Arms, 
registered by William Fitzhugh, stationer.) Margaret, 
d. of Laurence Smythe, of Milton, Bucks. She was 
born there, 26 Aug. 1588. Devisee of Amy Negus. 


Issue: 
John. 
William, d. unmarried. 
Francis, m. Ann, d. of Richard Daniel and had issue. 
Thomas, lived in Bedford, d. unmarried. 


Henry Fitzhugh, m. Mary, d. of Giles King of Temps- 
ford, co. Bedford. He was born 1614, d. at Cork, 
Ireland, 1664, without making will. P. C. C. Ad- 
mon. Act Book for 1666, Nov. 3, commission to 
Mary, relict of Henry Fitzhugh, late of Bedford 
but deceased at Cork in the Kingdom of Ireland, 
to administer the goods, etc., of the said deceased. 
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They had issue with 5 daughters. 
Henry, bapt. at St. Paul’s, Bedford, Apr. 28, 
1650. 
Wiuuiam, “The Immigrant”, baptized 10 Jan. 
1651, ancestor of the Fitzhughs of America. 


Rosert, of whom further in the following text. 
John, will pr. 19 Nov. 1607, P. C. C. 90 Huddleston. 


3. Ropert FirzHuGu of Barford, Co. Bedford, Yeoman 
(from Merchant Taylor records), born at Barford, July, 1573, 
married Anne Worsley, at Barford, 25 Sept. 1599. 


Issue: 
WILu1AM FitzuuGu, of whom below. 


Elizabeth, bapt. 5 Sept. 1602. (b) 
Anna, bapt. 22 Aug. 1613. (b) 


4. WiLi1aAM FitzHuGH apprenticed in the Merchant Tay- 
lors Company to Edward Pierce of London for 9 years, 11 
Oct. 1613, (a) ; admitted by servitude, Edmund Pierce, Master, 
2 Dec. 1622 (a) ; purchased the manor of Uphoe in Lavenden 
and Cold Brayfield, 29 Sept. 1641, from John Parker of St. 
James in the parish of Duston, Co. Northampton, Esq. (c) ; 
a tablet on the north wall of St. Olave’s Southwark, commem- 
orated “Benefactors to the Poor of this Parish” and recorded 
“Mr. William Fitzhugh, deceased anno 1679, gave £30 to pay 
yearly to 16 poor of this Parish 2 s. apiece for ever (d) ; 
buried 31st Dec. 1679 (e) ; will, as citizen and Merchant Tay- 
lor of London “being aged and weak in body”, dated 12th 
Feb. 1678 (viz 1678/9) proved 10th Jan. 1679 (viz 1679/80) 
(f) ; he owned four tenements in St. John Street, parish of St. 
Sepulchre, viz two purchased by him from Barbara and Wil- 
liam Campion, and two purchased by him and William Fitz- 
hugh, his son, from George Bromley the younger and Mar- 
tha, his wife. (f) 
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Married : 
Issue: 
Robert Fitzhugh, bapt. 5th Aug. 1640 at St. Olave’s 
Southwark (e) presumed to have died young. 


WituiAM FitzHuGu, of whom below. 


Samuel Fitzhugh, buried Ist July 1647 (e) (the sen- 
iority of these children is uncertain; it is likely that 
there were other children). 


5. WitL1aAM FitzuucG3u, bapt. 4th Oct. 1642 (e) ; admitted 
by patrimony to the Merchant Taylor Company 23rd May 
1666, and to the Livery 26th Oct. 1668; elected Under Renter 
Warden in 1698 and Master in 1708; excused these offices on 
paying fines of £30 & £50 respectively (a); gave his age as 
about 28 on 21st April 1674, when he obtained a marriage 
licence (Vicar General); buried 20th Oct. 1710 (g); will, 
“as Citizen & Merchant Taylor of London” dated 25th Aug. 
1710, proved 24th Oct. 1710. (h) 

Married at St. Andrew’s, Holborn, 23rd April 1674, Exe- 
ANOoR, daughter of Francis Cuppon, of Shadingfield, Co. Suf- 
folk, by his 2nd wife Exizasetu, daughter of RopertT War- 
NER of Cratfield (i); bapt. 7th Oct. 1650 (i); probably at 
Shadingfield ; described, 21st April 1674 as of Christ Church, 
London, spinster, aged about 23, in her marriage licence, which 
was granted with the consent of her uncle Alderman Warner, 
her parents being dead, (j) (k) niece & devisee of Francis 
Warner 25th June 1677 (k), devisee of her father-in-law (f) ; 
buried 23rd Aug. 1692. (g) 


Issue : 

1. William Fitzhugh, bapt. 29th Sept. 1675 (e); to have 
by his grandfather’s will £400 and, subject to his father’s 
life interest, two of the tenements in St. John Street (f) ; 
buried 18th May 1681 (e). 

z. Elizabeth, bapt. 19th July 1677 (e), buried 17th Aug. 
1677. 
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2. Robert Fitzhugh, bapt. 24th June 1678 (e), to have £200 
by his grandfather’s will; buried lst Dec. 1679. 
Frances, bapt. 23rd Feb. 1679/80 (e), buried 4th March 
1679/80. 
3. Eleanor, bapt. 6th Jan. 1680/1 (e) ; her father bequeath- 
ed to her and to her husband £20 for mourning and the 
— lease yet to run of premises in Broad Street (1) ; married 
that 10th Aug. 1704 (g) her 1st Cousin (i) Warner Cuddon. 
4. Mary, bapt. 18th Dec. 1681 (e), was, with her brother 
Robert, co-executrix and residuary legatee of her father 


ave’s 2. 


itted 
May (h). 
nter 3. Robert Fitzhugh 6a, of whom below. 
; on 4. WitiraM Fitzuucu 6b, of whom below. 
ions 5. Warner Fitzhugh, bapt. 18th April 1686 (g) ; his father 
age devised to him property in Bowers Clifford, Co, Essex. 
vill, 6. Thomas Fitzhugh, bapt. 28th Aug. 1687 (g) ; his father 
ug. devised to him a messuage on the north side of Fen- 
church Street (h) ; purser of the ship “Derby”; died at 
LE- Calcutta “of a flux and feavour” 24th July 1731 (m); 
uf- will, as of Mile End, marriner, dated 15th Dec. 1729, 
AR- proved 13th Nov. 1732 (n). 
" 7. John Fitzhugh, bapt. 2nd Oct., buried 9th Oct, 1688 (g). 
cn, 
ich 6a. Robert Fitzhugh, bapt. 29th Nov. 1682 (e); to have 
er, the Manor of Uphoe by the will of his father, in which he, with 
cis his sister Mary, was named as co-executor and residuary leg- 
); atee (h) ; apparently of the Parish of St. Peter Cornhill 1714- 
1718 (0) ; devisee of his brother Thomas 15th Dec. 1729 (n) ; 
devisee and executor of his father-in-law 5th March 1716 
/17 (q) ; died 15th March 1754, aged 71, M. I. at St. Nicholas 
6 Guildford, where he was buried 20th March 1754; will, as of 
‘sy “Guldeford”, Co. Surrey, gentleman dated 11th Feb. 1754, 
)§ proved 16th July 1754 (p); he mentions his grandson Robert 
Fitzhugh and his son (the executor) William Fitzhugh, and 
B. ratifies the provision made for his children by articles before 


marriage, dated 19th May 1714. Married 25th May 1714 (reg- 
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isters of St. Stephen’s Walbrook and of St. John’s Hackney) 
MarGareT, bapt. 20th Dec. 1698 (0), daughter of Rosert 
GARBRAND, citizen & fishmonger, by Mary, daughter of Rev. 
Nathaniel Tredcroft of Horsham (q); her father gave her 
£1500 in addition to £1500 paid on her marriage (q), she died 
7th Dec. 1753 in her 54th year (sic), M. I. at St. Nicholas, 
Guildford where she was buried 12th Dec. 1753. 


Issue : 

Robert Fitzhugh, bapt. 15th Feb. 1714/5 (0); perhaps 
went to sea in the ship “Derby” 1729 with his uncle 
William Fitzhugh (m). 

Thomas Fitzhugh, bapt. 20th Nov. 1716 (0); devisee of 
Robert Garbrand 1716/7 (q), perhaps buried in the 
South Chapel, at St. Peter’s Cornhill 14th Dec. 1728. 

William Fitzhugh, bapt. 30th Oct. 1717 (0), buried 18th 
July 1718 in the South Chapel (0). 

Mary, bapt. 9th Dec. 1718 (0) ; devisee of her uncle Thomas 
Fitzhugh 15th Dec. 1729 (n); perhaps buried in the 
South Chapel 16th Feb. 1729/30 (0). 

(Perhaps) Margaret, a child buried in the South Chapel 
26th May 1727 (0). 

(Perhaps) Richard Fitzhugh, buried in the South Chapel 
7th Oct. 1720 (0). 

Anne, devisee of her uncle Thomas Fitzhugh 15th Dec. 
1729 (n) ; married about 1741 Henry Hassard, who died 
Ist July 1796, aged 75. 

Issue: 

Henry Hassard, born 9th April 1742; cousin and de- 
visee of Mary Rogers, 11 Aug. 1787 (t); took the 
name of Short 1794; died s. p. 1807 (P. C. C. 531 
Lushington). 

John Garbrand Hassard, born 1743; cousin & devisee 
of Mary Rogers 11th Aug. 1787 (t). 

Robert Fitzhugh Hassard, born 1750; Commander R. 
N.; died unmarried 1782. 
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Richard Samuel Hassard (afterwards Short), born 20th 
April 1754, died 24th Oct. 1826. 

William Fitzhugh, executor and residuary legatee to his 
father (p). This William Fitzhugh was probably the 
father of 
(a) Robert Fitzhugh, grandson & devisee of Robert 

Fitzhugh 6a (p). Mary Rogers by codicil 11th Aug. 
1787 gives £50 “to my cousin Robert Fitzhugh” (t). 
(b) Margaret Fitzhugh, cousin & devisee of Mary Rog- 

ers (£50) 11th Aug. 1787 (t) ; Henry Short (former- 
ly Hassard) entails estates 16th June 1802 in default 
of issue of his brothers, upon Mrs. Margaret Jennings 
wife of ( ) Jennings of Clapton, Esq. formerly 
Margaret Fitzhugh. 


6b. Witu1AM FitzHuGH bapt. 4th January 1683/4 (e) ; 
his father devised to him the four messuages or tenements in 
St. John’s St. before mentioned; Captain of the East India 
Company’s ship “Derby” from 1714 to the date of his death 
(m). Identical with William Fitzhugh of Stepney, bach- 
elor aged about 29 on 13th Oct. 1713 when he obtained 
a licence (Faculty Office) for marriage with Mary Pyne of 
Stepney, spinster, aged about 21; the marriage took place next 
day at St. Gregory’s by St. Paul’s; he died at Calcutta Sat- 
urday 26th Sept. 1730 (m); will as of London, Gentleman, 
dated 20th January 1714/15 proved 26th Aug. 1731 (r). 

Married before 14 October 1713 (r) Mary, sole execu- 
tor & devisee of her husband, by whose will she was to have 
two tenements in St. John Street (perhaps the other two had 
been sold) and all residue whatsoever ; she died 9th Dec. 1745, 
aged 56, M. I. at Limehouse; her will, as of Mile End, widow, 
dated 29th Oct. 1740, was proved 7th January 1745/6 (s). 
Issue :* 

1. Mary, born about 1715; died s. p. 12th Feb. 1788 aged 

73, M. I. at Limehouse; will as of Portland Place, St. 





* At this time the change was made in spelling the family name from 
Fitzhugh to FitzHugh. 
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Marylebone, widow, dated 21st Sept. 1774, with codicil 
dated 11th Aug. 1787, proved 5th March 1788 (t) ; mar- 
ried, prenuptial settlement dated 26th & 27th Oct. 1733 
(u) Simon Rogers; he proved the will of his mother- 
in-law as one of the executors (s); he died 31st Dec. 
1752 aged 56, M. I. at Limehouse, will as of Mile End, 
Esq. dated 4th Feb. 1746/7, proved 15th January 1753 
by Mary Rogers his widow (u). 


William FitzHugh, born about 1717/18; named an exe- 
cutor by his mother, but did not prove the will (s) ; 
purchased for £6658 a plantation in St. David, St. Vin- 
cent, 8th July 1768. On 23 July 1794, 7/15ths were 
held by his brother Thomas FitzHugh, 4/15ths by his 
brother-in-law John Purling and 4/15ths by Richard 
Neave; Neave’s share was conveyed for £8000 on 2nd 
& 3rd Feb. 1821 to William FitzHugh of Orchard Street, 
London, who by will 23rd Dec. 1820 devised his estates 
to his son Wiliam Anthony FitzHugh (w) ; he died in- 
testate & unmarried 18th April 1783 aged 65. M. I. at 
Limehouse admon. of his effects granted in P. C. C. 
12th July 1783 to his brother Valentine FitzHugh. 


VALENTINE FitzHucu, of whom below. 


Nancy, devisee of her mother (s), and of Mary Rogers 
(t), died 19th April 1793; (v). Married in 1755 (w) 
John Purling, born at St. Helena 1727, sometime M. P. 
for Weymouth; his will as of Portland Place, Esq. dated 
13th Feb. 1800 (x), proved 28th Aug. 1800. (x) 
Thomas FitzHugh, devisee of his mother (s), devisee 
& executor of Mary Rogers (t); elected a Director of 
the East India Company 11th April 1786 (v) ; will dated 
23rd Sept. 1799, proved 11th January 1800 (y); mar- 
ried Mary, daughter of William Lloyd of Plas Power 
near Wrexham. 


For issue see Burke’s Landed Gentry. 
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7. VALENTINE FitzHucu born about 1721, devisee of his 
mother (s), of Mary Rogers (t), of Thomas FitzHugh (y), 
of John Purling (x), after trading in the Levant he lived at 
Bitterne Grove near Southampton (w) ; said in the record of 
his wife’s death (v) to have been formerly His Majesty’s En- 
voy at Constantinople; died at Southampton 15th Aug. 1800 
(v), buried, aged 79, 21st Aug. 1800 (z) ; will as of Southamp- 
ton, Esq. dated 27th May 1768, proved 16th Sept. 1800 (aa) ; 
besides his brothers and sisters he mentions “my cousin Willis 
and his wife and three sisters” and “my cousins Mr. and Mrs. 
Hazard and each of their children” (for whom see ante, p. 194). 

Married 16th June 1754 (w) Exizaseru daughter of As- 
RAHAM PALMENTIER of Scios, Merchant; devisee of Thomas 
FitzHugh (y) and of John Purling (x); died at Southamp- 
ton, buried aged 89, 20th Nov. 1806 (z); she only spoke 
French; will, as of Southampton, widow, dated 30th January 
1801, codicil 31st Oct. 1804, proved 11th Dec. 1806 (bb). 


Issue: 
1. Witx1am FitzHucu, of whom below. 


2. Valentine FitzHugh born July, bapt. 4th Aug. 1758 
(w), (sponsors, William Palmentier & Mary Radcliffe), 
devisee of Thomas FitzHugh (y), and of John Purling 
(x) devisee & executor of his mother (bb); died un- 
married ; admon. of his effects granted in P. C. C. to his 
brother William, 9th Aug. 1811. 


1. Mary, born 25th May, bapt. 11th june 1761, sponsors, 
Francis Levett & Mary Curling (sic. Nancy Purling) 
(w) devisee of Thomas FitzHugh (y), and of John 
Purling (x), and of her mother (bb), also of Mary 
Rogers (t); married. Settlement 15th July 1789, David 
Lance and had issue. 


8. Witt1am FirzHueu, born 21st July, bapt. 27th July 
1757, sponsors, William FitzHugh & Mary Rogers (w) ; went 
to China as a Factor of the East India Company (w) ; of Ben- 
nisters, Southampton; devisee of Thomas FitzHugh (y), and 
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of John Purling (x) ; devisee & executor of his mother (bb) ; 
M. P. for Tiverton from 1806 to 10th July 1820 (v); died 
at Orchard St., London, 5th March (v), buried, aged 84, 11th 
March 1842 at All Saints, Southampton (z). 

Married. Settlement 2nd July 1792, at St. George’s, Han- 
over Square, CHARLOTTE, born 2nd Dec. 1767, eldest daughter 
of AntHony Hamitton of C, C. C. Cambridge, D. D., F. 
R. S., Rector of Hadham, Co. Herts and of St. Martin’s in 
the Fields and Archdeacon of Colchester, by ANNE his wife, 
daughter of Ricnarp Terrick, D. D., Bishop of London; de- 
visee 23rd March 1781, of her grandmother Tabitha Terrick 
(P. C. C. 107 Bishop) ; devisee of Thomas FitzHugh (y), 
and 24th June 1812 of her father, who appointed her husband 
a trustee (P. C. C. 460 Oxford) ; buried aged 87, 28th July 
1855 (z). 


Issue : 
1. Witt1am AntHoNny FitrzHvueu, of whom below. 
1. Sophia, born 23rd Jan. 1795 (w), died May 1808. 


2. Henry FitzHugh, born 23rd Jan. 1797 (w) ; Commoner 
of Winchester 1807 ; Midshipman R. N.; killed 16th June 
1808 on the Tartar frigate in action against Danish gun- 
boats (v). 

2. Emily, born lst Dec. 1801 (w); buried, aged 57, at 
Streat 26th May 1859. 


9. Witu1am AntHony FitzHucu, born 16th May 1793 
(w) ; devisee of his great-uncle Thomas FitzHugh (y) ; Com- 
moner of Winchester 1806-1809; of Christ Church, Oxford, 
matriculated 8th May 1811 aged 17; admitted pensioner of 
Trinity College, Cambridge, 27th April 1814, B. A. 1818, M. A. 
1822; Rector of Streat (patron his mother-in-law) 18th July 
1821; Rector of Belshford, Co. Lincoln, 8th Aug. 1826; Pre- 
bendary of Warminster alias Luxford in Wells also Pre- 
bendary of Middleton in Chichester; died 17th March, buried 
at Streat 21st March 1881. 
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Married. Settlement 10th Aug. 1820, at Chevening, Co. 
Kent, 15th Aug. 1820, Mary Ann, born at Marylebone 2nd 
May 1797, second daughter of THomas Lane of Bradbourne 
Place, Kent, and of Streat, by Mary his wife, daughter of 
JoHN INnGrEy; she died 2nd April and was buried at Streat 
8th April 1869. 


Issue: 
1. Mary Charlotte, born 28th Feb. 1822; died unmarried at 


A; 


Uckfield 26th Jan., buried at Streat 30th Jan. 1901. 
WitL1aAM Henry FitzHueGu, of whom below. 


2. Henry Terrick FitzHugh, born 16th Jan., bapt. at Streat 


1827; Commoner of Winchester 1839; of the R. M. A. 
Woolwich, 2nd Lieut. R. A. 1845, siege of Sebastopol 
1855, Brevet Major; retired as Hon. Major General 
1882; tenant of his cousin Henry Charles Lane from 
1882; J. P. for Sussex; died s. p. 5th Oct., buried at 
Streat 8th Oct. 1910. Married at Sevenoaks, 11th Sept. 
1856, his Ist cousin Elizabeth, born 3rd May 1820, daugh- 
ter of Rev. John Austen of Chevening, Co. Kent, by 
Harriet, daughter of Thomas Lane aforesaid; she was 
buried at Streat 27th Aug. 1896. 


Emily, born 5th January 1833; formerly of North Acres, 
Streat, now (1932) living at Hove in her 100th year; 
born at Southampton. 


Arthur James FitzHugh, born 22nd January, bapt. at 
Streat 8th March 1834; commoner at Winchester 1846; 
articled to Messrs Hoper & Hoper of Lewes about 1852; 
admitted Solicitor 1857; of Brighton, Solicitor; died un- 
married 6th Dec., buried at Streat 9th Dec. 1899, 


Edward FitzHugh, born 28th Aug., bapt. at Streat 3rd 
Oct. 1835; buried there 2nd Feb. 1837. 


Alfred FitzHugh, born 21st January, bapt. at Streat 2nd 
March 1837; admitted to Rugby School 21st Jan. 1849, 
aged 12; joined 21st Bengal N. I. 1856; commanded 5th 
Goorka Regt. in the Afghan War 1878-80; C. B. 1881; 
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retired as Major General 1886; J. P. for Kent; some- 
time of Grove Place, Goudhurst; living in 1924 at Tun- 
bridge Wells; married at ——————— 1867 Cecilia Jane, 
daughter of Rev. Edward Pering Henslowe (by Jane 
Rachel, widow of Henry Thomas Lane of Middleton 
and Streat, and daughter of Charles Lambert) ; she was 
buried at Streat 16th March 1911, aged 68. He d. Feb. 
1929, aged 92 years. 


Issue: 


Alfred Edward Lane FitzHugh, born in India 14th 
Dec. 1871; educated at Winchester; of Trinity 
Hall Cambridge 1889-90. 


10. Witt1am Henry FitzHvueu, born at Southampton 17th 
January 1823; commoner of Winchester 1835-40; of Christ 
Church, Oxford, matriculated 21st Oct. 1840; aged 17; B. A. 
1844; M. A. 1847; entered at Lincoln’s Inn 20th May 1844, 
aged 21; called to the Bar 23rd Nov. 1847; of the Solicitors 
Department Somerset House, and of 17 Craven Hill Gardens 
W..; died 13th January, buried at Streat 18th January 1886. 


Married at St. Mary’s, Bryanston Square, 29th Dec. 1864, 
Harriet, daughter of JAMES Mure (by Harriet his Ist wife, 
daughter of Brice Pearce of Munkham, Co. Essex); born 
13th January 1837; died aged 63, 13th Oct., buried at Streat 
18th Oct. 1900. 


Issue: 


1. Eleanor Mary, born 7th Nov. 1865 at Arundel Gardens 
W., died unmarried 22nd January, buried at Streat 25th 
Jan. 1909. 


1. William Reginald FitzHugh, born 9th January 1867 at 
Arundel Gardens W.; entered at Winchester in 1880; 
of Downton Agricultural College 1884-1886; in the Ar- 
gentine 1888-1904; of London University 1905; Medical 
Student at St. Thomas’ Hospital 1905. 
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Married at St. Michael’s, Chester Square 1901, 
Muriel Sophia, daughter of Alfred Walace Rooke. He 
m. 2ndly Katharine, d. of Reginald Mure and widow of 
Frank Armistead, 17 Dec. 1929. Now of Streat and 
Middleton. 





. Mildred Catherine, born 22nd July, bapt. at Streat 30th 


Aug. 1868; married 1st at Streat 2nd January 1901, Ed- 
ward Thomas Holden Devas; he died s. p. 

She married 2ndly at Streat, 8th Nov. 1906, George 
Alfred Money, Colonel in the Indian Army. 


Issue : 
Robert FitzHugh Money, born at Westmeston Place, 
15th Nov. 1908; Cadet Royal Naval College Dart- 
mouth. 


. Muriel Emily, born 5th January 1870; married at Streat 


12th Dec. 1894, Thomas Standish Hillas-Drake. 


Issue: 
1. Robert FitzHugh Hillas-Drake, born Ist Dec. 1895; 
educated at Harrow. 


1. Beatrice Annie, born 12th Feb. 1897; married 30th 
Nov. 1923 at St. Michael’s, Chester Square, Arthur 
Liddel. 

2. Ella Violet born 9th Feb. 1898; married 20th Dec. 
1922, Benjamin Hoare, at St. Michael’s, Chester Sq. 


3. Dorothy Bazett, born 9th Feb. 1898; died Oct. 16th 
1898. 


. Charlotte Adela, born 7th July 1871; died s. p. at Hyeres 


3rd July 1918; married ————— 1904 Burton Vivian. 


. Harriet Ernestine, born at 17 Craven Hill Gardens 5th 


Nov. 1873; married at Streat 12th Aprii 1904 Alan Fen- 
wick Radcliffe, elder son, born at Milston, Co. Wilts, 
10th Feb. 1868, of Rev. Frederick Adolphus Radcliffe ; 





202 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


a Scholar of C. C. C. Oxford, matriculated 20th Oct. 
1886; aged 18; B. A. 1890; M. A. 1893; of Charter- 
house, Godalming since 1890. 


Issue: 

1. Philip FitzHugh Radcliffe, born at Godalming 27th 
April 1905; Scholar of King’s College Cambridge. 
rt. Susan Dorothea FitzHugh Radcliffe, born at Godal- 

ming Ist Sept. 1912. 


2. Hamilton James FitzHugh, born Ist Feb. 1875; Mid- 
shipman R. N.; died at Hong Kong 20th March 1891; 
M. I. at Streat. 


3. Terrick Charles FitzHugh, born 16th Nov. 1876; of 
Wellington College; of the Royal Irish Regt.; Captain 
1903; M. V. O. 1903; D. S. O. 1918; married at All 
Saints, Ennismore Gardens, 18th January 1921, Nesta 
Richardson, only daughter of the later Walter Richardson. 


4. Valentine Mure FitzHugh, born 5th January 1878; of 
Haileybury College; married at Calvary Church, New 
York, U. S. A., 13th March 1914, Elizabeth Katherine, 
daughter of William B. Kirkman by Laura Adelia, daugh- 
ter of William Atwater. Lt. Col. command 6th Service 
ter of William Atwater. Lt. Col. commanding 6th Ser- 

vice Battalion Berks. Regt. Mentioned in Dec. 1916. Ad- 


Issue: 
1. Emily, born 5th January 1915. 
1. Richard FitzHugh, born 31st March 1922. 


5. Victor Christian Albert FitzHugh, born at 17 Craven 
Hill Gardens, now of Wensley Rectory, Leyburn, York- 
shire, b. 28th July 1881; bapt. at All Saints Paddington 
Sept. 1881; sponsors H. R. H. The Princess Christian of 
Schleswig-Holstein, David Boyle, afterwards 7th Earl of 
Glasgow, and Henry Dudley Ryder, afterwards Earl of 
Harrowby; of Ely Theological College ; ordained Deacon 
at Grahamstown, South Africa 1905; Priest at Hereford 
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1907 ; Curate of Much Marcle 1906-8; of Christ Church, 
Bath 1908-11; Rector of Brampton near Norwich 1911- 
14; of Euston, Co. Suffolk 1914-20; Vicar of Christ 
Church, Forest Hill 1920; Hon. Chaplain to the Forces 
1921 ; served as a Chaplain in the Army in 1915. Rector 
of Wensley, Yorkshire, since 1926. Married at St. John’s 
Episcopal Church, Edinburgh, 5th June 1906, Alice Var- 
vara Georgina, 3rd daughter of the late Charles Renny 
of Ettrick Lodge, Edinburgh. 


Issue: 

1. Terrick Victor Henry FitzHugh, born at Much Marcle 
27th March 1907; of Dulwich College. 

1. Eileen Olivia Vara, born at Bath 26th April 1908. 


2. Renny Christian Mure FitzHugh, born at Brampton 
near Norwich 4th Nov. 1911. 





NOTES 


(a) Information from the Merchant Taylor Company. 

(b) Registers at Great Barford. 

a, Deed dated Ist Oct. 17 Charles Ist, enrolled Close Roll 3268, 

o. 20. 

(d) Aubrey’s Surrey, vol. 5, p. 64. 

(e) Registers of St. Olave’s Southwark. 

(f) P. C. C. 4 Bath, will of William Fitzhugh, in the Probate Act 
Book the testator is described as of St. Olave’s Southwark. 

(g) Registers of St. Giles’ Camberwell. 

(h) P. C. C. 209 Smith, will of William Fitzhugh, in the Probate 
Act Book the testator is described as of Peckham Parish of Camberwell. 

(i) Burke’s Family Records; pedigree of Cuddon, p. 199-200. 

(j) Her father, Francis Cuddon, died 21st Dec. 1673; her mother 
died 26th Feb. 1669. 

(k) P.C. C. 38 Cann; will of Francis Warner of the City of Lon- 
don, Esq.; he was bapt. as son of Robert and Elizabeth Warner at 
Cratfield 25th Aug. 1614, was Sheriff of London 1659 and doubtless an 
Alderman. 

(1) The premises in Broad Street were let by the Skinners Com- 
pany to William Fitzhugh for 36 years from Christmas 1678. Infor- 
mation from the Clerk of the Company. 

(m) Information from the India Office. 

‘ (n) P. C. C. 264 Bedford, will of Thomas Fitzhugh. 

(o) Registers of St. Peter’s Cornhill. 

(p) P.C. C. 196 Pinfold, will of Robert Fitzhugh. 
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7(o) P. C. C. 143 Tennison, will of Robert Garbrand, pr. 15th July 
1718. 


(r) P. C. C. 208 Isham, will of William Fitzhugh; in the Probate 
Act Book he is described as of Mile End Green Co. Middlesex, and 
Captain of the merchant ship Derby in the service of the East India 
Company, deceased in Bengal. 

(s) P. C. C. 11 Edmunds, will of Mary Fitzhugh. 

(t) P. C. C. 149 Calvert, will of Mary Rogers. 

(u) P.C. C. 26 Searle, will of Simon Rogers. 

(v) Gentleman’s Magazine. 

(w) Family papers in the possession of Miss Emily Fitzhugh. 

(x) P.C. C. 618 Adderly, will of John Purling. 

(y) P. C. C. 22 Adderly, will of Thomas Fitzhugh. 

(z) Registers of All Saints, Southampton. 


(aa) P. C. C. 659 Adderly, will of Valentine Fitzhugh, proved by 
Elizabeth the relict and sole executrix. 


(bb) P. C. C. 925 Pitt, will of Elizabeth Fitzhugh, widow. 





ly 


te 
id 





BOOK REVIEWS 205 


BOOK REVIEWS 





WASHINGTON, First in THE Hearts oF His CountryMEeN. The ora- 
tions of men who had known Washington in person and who thus 
could speak with authority. Edited by William Buckner McGroarty, 
President of the Washington Society of Alexandria. Richmond. 
Garrett & Massie, 1932. 


This is a beautiful specimen of the bookmaker’s art and a credit to 
Richmond publishing. The silhouette illustrations are really beautiful 
and quite numerous. The book itself contains information about Wash- 
ington not otherwise readily accessible. The design is original, being, as 
the author states, “to preserve for posterity, and to present to the student 
of history, a graphic picture of the remarkable reaction of the per- 
sonal friends and neighbors to the news of the death of Washington.” 


Included are a description of the death of Washington; the Con- 
gressional ceremonies; the organization of the Washington Society of 
Alexandria; the commemoration of Washington’s birthday, February 
22, 1800; the organization of the Silver Greys; anniversary orations 
from 1800 to 1813. It is a valuable addition to the local history of 
Washington, giving as it does opinions and statements of many neigh- 
bors and friends. It is a book that libraries should have on their 
shelves. 

H. J. Eckenrope. 


LABORING AND DEPENDENT CLASSES IN CoLonraL America, 1607-1783. 
By Marcus Wilson Jernegan. Publishers: The University of Chicago 
Press, Chicago, 1931. 


A series of essays, previously published in various magazines, has been 
brought together as number seventeen of the Social Science Monographs. 
They have to do with the obscure, underprivileged, and dependent ele- 
ments in colonial life, their contributions to plantation economy and to 
the beginnings of American manufactures, and the social questions raised 
by their presence. The studies are confined largely to Virginia and New 
England, but illustrate practices generally prevalent in all the colonies. 

In 1683, there were twelve thousand white indentured servants in Vir- 
ginia, making about one-sixth of its population, and, in the sixteenth 
century, a larger source of labor than Negro slaves. During the eigh- 
teenth century, they constituted nearly two-thirds of the immigrants to 
Pennsylvania, where white servitude existed until] 1831. Every colony 
made use of them. They were of all classes—surplus laborers from 
England, unfortunate debtors, German peasants, victims of kidnapping. 
The survivors of the voyages (only six feet by two between decks was 
alowed each adult and the mortality was tremendous) were driven 
through the country and their services sold to the highest bidder. Chil- 
dren were given away and families separated. There were more than 
a quarter of a million of such people in Colonial America. The pro- 
tection of their rights under the terms of indenture and their ultimate 
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absorption into the body of independent citizens were insistent legal and 
social problems. 

The number of orphans in Virginia seems to have been unusually large. 
Their care and training, the schooling of the children of the poor, the 
apprentice system, whose educational as well as industrial significance 
has been generally forgotten, illegitimate offspring, and poor relief were 
matters of public concern and legislation from an early date. 

With the increase of Negro slaves in the Southern colonies, came 
the questions of their religious instruction and moral standards, the 
prevention of intermarriage and looser relations between slaves and ser- 
vants, the status of mulattos and free Negroes, and the training of 
Negroes as skilled artisans for diversified domestic industries and as 
workmen in factories. 

Professor Jernegan has given us in readable form, well documented, 
the results of his many years of invaluable pioneer work on these “poor 
folk”, who were responsible for much of colonial prosperity and most of 
its problems. 

GarRNETT RyLAnp. 
University of Richmond. 


THe WASHINGTON ANCESTRY AND REcorDs oF THE McCLAIN, JOHNSON, 
AND Forty OrHer CotonraAL AMERICAN Famuiies. Prepared for Ed- 
ward Lee McClain by Charles Arthur Hoppin. Greenfield, O. Pri- 
vately printed, 1932. 3 v., fronts., illus., plates, ports., facsims., coats 
of arms, geneal. charts (part fold.) 29% cm. 


A very comprehensive and valuable work on the Washington and other 


families. 
H. R. McILwarne. 


A CoLontaL ScortisH JAcosireE FAMILY: THE EsTABLISHMENT IN VIR- 
GINIA OF A BRANCH OF THE HuMEs oF WEDDERBURN. IIlustrated by 
letters and other contemporary documents. By Col. Edgar Erskine 
Hume, Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland and life 
member of the Virginia and Kentucky Historical Societies. Published 
by the Old Dominion Press, Richmond, Va., 1931. Price $5.00 post 
free. 


Colonel Hume, who besides being a distinguished officer in the World 
War, is a very accomplished genealogist, was led to write this elaborate 
history of the Hume family, perhaps the best ever compiled of the 
Wedderburn branch, by the existence of a number of letters between 
George Hume the emigrant and his Scottish relations. This paper, with 
considerable space given in each issue, ran through four numbers of 
the Virginia Magazine for the year 1930. The work in book form is 
enlarged and corrected. With the possible exception of Fairfax Har- 
rison’s account of the Culpepers, this is the best pedigree of its size 
which has been published in our Magazine. In addition to his investi- 
gations in America, the author shows the most intimate knowledge of 
the Scottish members of the family and has evidently made in Scotland 
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a most minute and careful examination of everything that relates to the 
Humes of Wedderburn. His account is not only full of documentary 
matter but in addition is very readable. It is but rarely that such a 
mass of documentary evidence is given in a way which is so pleasant 
even to those who are not immediately connected with the Humes. 


The book is illustrated by some ten full page plates, a large gene- 
alogical table, and hundreds of extracts from oficial records. 


W. G. STANARD. 


Essays 1n CotontaL History. Presented to Charles McLean Andrews 
by his students. With a preface by J. Franklin Jameson. New 
Haven: Yale University Press. 1931. Pp. xvi, 245. $5.00. 


The essays here brought together and presented as a tribute to a dis- 
tinguished authority in the field of American colonial history include 
two studies of colonial land tenure, which throw an interesting light 
upon the relation of declining English feudalism to the land systems 
of the colonies; accounts of the four independent military companies 
of New York—the only continental American colony continuously occu- 
pied by British troops throughout the British period of its colonial 
history; of the abortive attempt of the Earl of Sterling to set up on 
Long Island a colony in some respects unique; of the jealous guardian- 
ship by colonial assemblies—and not the least the Virginia House of 
Burgesses—of the privileges and immunities of their members and of 
the dignity of the assemblies themselves; of the ability of royal gov- 
ernors, a number of whose reputations have doubtless been unduly in- 
jured by the reputations of the less able; of Jonathan Belcher, Jr., 
chief justice and lieutenant governor of Nova Scotia; of the British 
practice of impressing seamen along the coasts of America and in 
American ports, just as they did in England, much to the discomfiture 
as well as the disgust of interested parties in both cases ; of the economic 
causes of the rise of Baltimore, chief of which are considered to be the 
decline in price of tobacco, a crop produced in tidewater Maryland where 
as in Virginia the land was divided into “necks” whose rivers were lined 
with wharves which made superfluous the building of a metropolis, and 
the westward movement of population which profited by the rising price 
of grain produced beyond the head of navigation and requiring for 
its marketing a metropolitan center; of the settlement and financing of 
British West India plantations, whose establishment has come to be 
considered as essentially a part of the same movement as that which 
resulted in planting the thirteen colonies on the American mainland; 
of the taxation of Connecticut towns, which the writer concludes was 
very light during the twenty-five years preceding the Revolution; and 
finally, of the struggle in the Old Northwest to achieve certain political 
ideals through their incorporation in the first western constitutions. 

Taking the volume as a whole, these essays are, both in variety and in 
careful scholarship, a fitting tribute to one who has achieved the difficult 
task of being impartial without being uninteresting and who has sought 
the truth of American colonial history by following many paths. To 
the student the volume is a valuable addition to the studies now ap- 
pearing in the colonial field. 

E. L. Fox. 


Randolph-Macon College, 
Ashland, Virginia. 
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NorrotK—Historic SourHERN Port. By Thomas J. Wertenbaker. 
Durham, North Carolina. Duke University Press. 1931. Pages IX 
+ 378. Price $4.00. 


Just as in every well-written paragraph there can be pointed out a 
topic sentence giving the key to the thought of the paragraph, so in every 
worth-while book there can generally be found some passage indicating 
the purpose and aim of its author. That this book of Mr. Werten- 
baker’s is no exception to the rule is evident when one turns to page 362 
and reads: “As the citizens of Norfolk look back over the history of 
their city, they have reason for both pride and regret—pride in the 
courage, the persistence, the ability of their ancestors; regrets that their 
efforts to make the community prosperous and great were so often frus- 
trated by fate.” Milton in his great work sought to justify the ways 
of God to men; in his much less ambitious effort Wertenbaker has en- 
deavored to show—and has succeeded in showing—not only what Nor- 
folk, Va., was in the past and is today, but also how and why it came 
to be what it is and not something different. 

Mr. Wertenbaker’s book will prove a delight to every historically 
minded reader; that is, to the reader who finds satisfaction in the recital 
of plain, unvarnished facts rather than in flights of fancy however 
ingenious. And to those who are unacquainted with Mr. Wertenbaker’s 
previous work the book will prove also a surprise—for in its avoidance 
of “fine writing”, rose-colored eulogy, and prophecy based on nothing 
more substantial than hope, it is as different as possible from the gene- 
rality of books written under contract for a city government, chamber 
of commerce, or other public body. The work is distinctly a scholarly 
effort, but it needs no scholar to understand it; in fact it will make in- 
teresting reading not only for the citizens of Norfolk and Virginians 
generally, but for all who want to know the facts connected with the 
growth of one of America’s important ports and who are looking for 
a narrative with more truth than poetry in it. 

Doubtless many Virginians who are not natives of Norfolk have long 
been puzzled—as the writer of this review has been—by two questions 
having to do with Virginia’s ancient port of entry on Elizabeth River: 
Why does Norfolk impress even a casual visitor as so very different 
from other Virginia cities wherever situated, and why is it that with its 
apparently limitless natural advantages Norfolk has so lagged behind 
many other Atlantic ports in population and in wealth? The answers 
to these questions are to be found in Wertenbaker’s book and likewise 
the answers to many other questions that not unnaturally have arisen in 
the minds of Virginians and non-Virginians alike. 

Among the many excellencies of Mr. Wertenbaker’s book, as this re- 
viewer sees them, there is one that could hardly escape the attention of 
even the most careless reader, and that is its fairness of tone. The 
history of Norfolk, like that of many other communities that played a 
conspicuous part in the Revolutions of ’75-’83 and ’61-’65, offers a won- 
derful opportunity to a writer to indulge in a display of partizan tem- 
per, but in this volume bad temper is conspicuous by its absence. Nor- 
folk’s woes—and she has had many—are faithfully chronicled, but there 
is no single word of vituperation hurled at those through whose instru- 
mentality many of those woes were inflicted. 

To compress the history of 250 years of a community’s life into the 
narrow compass of 360 pages, and at the same time to make that his- 
tory readable, is an accomplishment in itself. Mr. Wertenbaker has done 
this, and he has done something much more; he has not only given the 
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facts and chronicled the events, but has also interpreted both facts and 
events, and in doing so has stressed, and stressed adequately all the va- 
rious factors (geographic, economic, political, social, and scientific) the 
sum total of which has determined, as each one of them has conditioned, 
the fate of that community. 

From the nature of the case it was inevitable that Mr. Wertenbaker 
should devote many pages of his book to the cataloguing of number- 
less at first sight unrelated and sometimes rather dry facts. These pages 
may prove dull entertainment to some readers. On the other hand, 
when the author writes of the battle with the Colonial pirate Black- 
beard, of the burning of Norfolk in 1776, of the yellow-fever epidemic 
of 1855, or of the career of the iron-clad Virginia—to mention only a 
few of many thrilling happenings in the life of the old city—his style 
is fresh and vigorous, and his narrative interesting in a high degree. 

Norfolk—Historic Southern Port is well printed and adequately fur- 
nished with maps and other illustrations, and it contains that most in- 
dispensable of adjuncts to an historical work, a complete index. Mr. 
Wertenbaker is to be congratulated on his achievement, and Norfolk 
upon having found in him so fair-minded, so accurate, and so sym- 
pathetic a chronicler and historian. 

C. G. CHAMBERLAYNE. 


BOOKS RECEIVED 


Hopkins of Virginia and Related Families. By Walter Lee Hopkins, 
A. B., LL. B. J. W. Ferguson & Sons, Richmond, 1931. 


Reports of the American Bar Association, Vol. 55. 1930. Lord Bal- 
timore Press, Baltimore, Md. 


Literary History of the American People. 2 Vols. Revolutionary 
Period, 1607. 2 Vols. New York, London and Toronto, 1931. 


The Story of Virginia. By Carrie Hunter Willis and Lucy S. Saun- 
ders. Nelson & Co., New York and Chicago, 1930. 


Waters of the State—or Property in Virginia in the Banks, Shores 
and Beds of Chesapeake Bay. By Alvin T. Embrey. Old Dominion 
Press, Richmond. 1931. 


Sunlight on the Southside. Lists of Tithables of Lunenburg County, 
Mw wy i ~~" With an Introduction by Landon C. Bell, Ph. B., 
. A, LL. B. 


Wills and Administrations—Accomac County, Virginia, 1663-1800. 
Compiled and Edited by Stratton Nottingham. Vols. 1 and 2. 


The Duval Family of Virginia. By Mrs. Bessie Berry Grabowskie, 
Richmond, 1931. 


The Bellfield Family. Privately printed. London, 1930. 
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Thomas Jefferson—Architect and Builder. By J. T. Frary. Garrett 
& Massie, Richmond, 1931. 


Pattison, Frink and Allied Families. Privately printed. American 
Historical Society. New York, 1931. 


Recollections. By William Cabell Bruce, Baltimore, 1931. 


King Cotton Diplomacy. By Frank Lawrence Owsley. University 
of Chicago Press, 1931. 


Mecklenburg in the Revolution—1740-1783. Written in honor of 
S. A. R., Charlotte, Mecklenburg County, N. C., 1931. 


State Legislation Committee—A Study in Procedure. By C. I. Wins- 
low. Johns Hopkins Press, Baltimore, 1931. 


Proceedings of the Annual Meeting of the Swedish Colonial Society, 
April, 1929. Philadelphia, 1931. 


Archives of Maryland. Letters to the Governor and Council. Vol. 
XLVII. Baltimore, Md., 1930. 


Joseph West and Jane Owen. By Celeste Terrill Barnhill. Greenfield, 
Indiana, 1931. 


Poe and Chivers. By Landon C. Bell. Columbus, Ohio, 1931. 


South Dakota Historical Collections. Compiled by the State Depart- 
ment of History. Vol. XV. Pierre, South Dakota, 1931. 


Ruins at Kiatuthlania—Eastern Arizona. By Frank H. H. Roberts, 
Jr., Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D. C., 1931. 


State Rights in the Confederacy. By Frank L. Owsley. University 
of Chicago Press, 1931. 


Huntington Library Bulletin, No. 1. 1931, Harvard University Press. 


Memorials of the Massachusetts Society of the Cincinnati. Edited 
by Frank Smith, Boston, 1931. 


Register of Officers of the Confederate States Navy, 1861-1865. 
Office of Naval Records and Library, U. S. N., Washington, 1931. 


My United States. By Frederick J. Stimson. New York and Lon- 
don, 1931. 


Jefferson Davis—Political Soldier. By Elizabeth Cutting. New 
York, 1930. 
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Cyrus Hall McCormick, Seed Time, 1809-1850. By William T. 
Hutchinson, 1930. 


Revolutionary Soldiers and Sailors from Accomac County, Virginia. 
Compiled by Stratton Nottingham, n. d 


The Educational Work of Thomas Jefferson. By Roy J. Honey- 
well, 1931. 


The Hollyday Family. By Henry Hollyday. Baltimore, 1931. 


The American Ancestry of Frederic Louis and Reginald S. Huider- 
koper. Compiled by Frederic Louis Huiderkoper. Geneva, 1931. 


The Coles Family. By William B. Coles. New York, 1931. 
The General Society of the Colonial Wars. Vol. II, No. 2. 1931. 


ournals of the Council of the State of Virginia. Vol. I, July 12, 
1776-October 2, 1777. Virginia State Library, Richmond, 1931. 


Decatur. By Irvin Anthony, New York, 1931. 


Dictionary of American Biography, Fraunces-Grimke. Vol. VII. 
Allen Johnson and Dumas Malone, New York, 1931. 


America Hispana. By Waldo Frank, New York and London, 1931. 


American Sports (1785-1835). By Jennie Holliman, Ph. D., Dur- 
ham, 1931. 


California Letters of Lucius Fairchild. By Joseph Schafer. Wis- 
consin Historical Publications Collection, Vol. XXVI. Madison, 1931. 


La Salle. By L. V. Jacks, Ph. D. New York and London, 1931. 
Before the Mayflower. By Capt. J. H. R. Yardley. New York, 1931. 


Leftwick-Turner Families of Virginia and Their Connections. By 
Walter Lee Hopkins, Richmond, 1931. 


Old Houses in Princess Anne County, Virginia. By Sadie and V. 
Hope Kellam, Portsmouth, Va., 1931. 


Sir William Johnson Papers, Vol. VII. Alexander C. Flick, Ph. D., 
Albany, 1931. 


The Two Putnams—Israel and Rufus. Conn. Historical Society, 
Hartford, 1931. 


Simon Keaton—His Life and Period, 1755-1836. By Edna Keaton. 
Garden City, N. Y., 1931. 
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Southern Antiques. By Paul H. Burroughs, Richmond, 1931. 


Exhibit of Books from the Vollbehr Collection, Library of Congress, 
Washington, 1931. 


Mexican Mosses Collected by Brother Arsine Bronard, III. By I. 
Theriot, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, 1931. 


The Mahan Letters. By Chiles. Duke University, 1931. 
A Short History of St. Sepulchre’s Church, 1137-1931. London, 1931. 


Washington—Proprietor of Mount Vernon. No. 9. Washington, 
D. C., 1931. 


Washington—The Military Man, No. 10. Washington, D. C., 1931. 


The Tourist Guide Book of Virginia. Featuring the Historic Mark- 
ers on the Highways. Spring, 1931. Strasburg, 1931. 


Epperson and Allied Families. By Mrs. Elizabeth Weaver Epperson. 
New York, 1931. 


Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical Society, Oct. 1929-June 
1930. Vol. LXIII, Boston, 1931. 


The Shotwell Papers. By Hamilton. North Carolina Historical 
Commission, Raleigh, 1931. 





